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Executive Summary

The purpose of a statutory five-year review is to evaluate whether a completed remedial action
remains protective of human health and the environment where hazardous waste remains on-site
at levels that do not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. The methods. findings,
and conclusions of reviews are documented in Five-Year Review reports. In addition. Five-Year
Review reports identify issues found duning the review, if any, and identify recommendations to
address them.

U. S. EPA conducted this statutory five-year review under Section 121 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) and the National
Contingency Plan (NCP). The next five year report is due by June, 2009.

This review will be placed in the Site files and local repositonies for the Bendix/Bosch Superfund
Site at the following locations and be available for viewing during normal business hours:

Maud Preston Palenske Memorial Library
500 Market Street

St. Joseph. MI 49085

(269) 983-7167

Lincoln Township Public Library
2099 West John Beers Road
Sievensville. MI 49127

(269) 429-9575

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5 Records Center- Seventh floor
77 W. Jackson Blvd-7th floor.

Chicago. IL. 60604

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
Remediation and Redevelopment Division
Superfund Section

525 W. Allegan

PO Box 30426

Lansing. M1 48909



Five-Year Review Summary Form

SITE IDENTIFICATION

Site name (from WasteLAN): Bendix/Bosch Site

EPA ID (from WasteLAN). MID005107222

Region: 5 State: M| City/County: St. Joseph/Berrien County

NPL status: X Final [1 Deleted [1 Other (specify)

Remediation status (choose all that apply): [J Under Construction X Operating [J Complete

Multiple OUs?* [ YES X NO Construction completion date: December 3, 2001

Has site been put into reuse? X YES [0 NO

REVIEW STATUS

Lead agency: X EPA [ State [ Tribe [J Other Federal Agency

Author name: Kenneth Glatz

Author title: Remedial Project Manager Author affiliation:Superfund-2, Section 6

Review period:* June 1999 - June 2004

Date(s) of site inspection: Several, jointly by U.S. EPA and MDEQ, in conjunction with supplemental
Site studies and groundwater monitoring events.(2000-2003). SVE system-August 17, 2004

Type of review:

X Post-SARA [0 Pre-SARA [ NPL-Removal only

[0 Non-NPL Remedial Action Site [0 NPL State/Tribe-lead
O Regional Discretion -

%

Review number: X 1 first) 2 (second) [1 3 (third) I Other (specify)

Triggering action: :

X Actual RA Onsite Construction at OU # 1__ O Actual RA Start at OU#

J Construction Completion [0 Previous Five-Year Review Report
O Other (specify)

Triggering action date (from WasteLAN): Remedial Action Start, June 17, 1999

Due date (five years after iriggering action date): June 17, 2004




Issues:

The Site remedy is MNA for the west plume and MNA/SVE for the east plume. At issue is
whether the remedy as functioning meets U.S. EPA MNA guidance. A three year monitoring
study (BGWDCP) was completed in September 2003. The data analysis using GEOS
groundwater simulation programs (see appendix) indicates that the mass and concentration of
VOC's is increasing in the west plume, and that the boundaries are expanding in both plumes.
Data analysis also indicates that the conversion of Vinyl Chloride to non-chlorinated
hydrocarbons or carbon dioxide is not completed before the plume vents to Lake Michigan.
These findings are contrary to the expectations of MNA, even though risk calculations indicate
that there is no unacceptable health nisk from exposure to Lake Michigan water, or an ecological
problem caused by the venting of VOCs at the shoreline.

Recommendations and Follow-up Actions:

The analysis of the BGWDCP data (Volpe and GEOS Reports attached) indicate that the
following work needs to be initiated by the PRPs.

1 Plume boundanies need to be re-established. Current institutional controls/restrictions
need to be reviewed to insure that institutional controls/deed restrictions apply to all
property with access to the contaminated groundwater.
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Quarterly monitonng/reporting must be continued unti] further notice. Lake water
sampling must be added to the sampling program.

3 Replacement wells need to be installed at all locations that do not permit Low Flow
sampling procedures to be practiced.

4 A better understanding of the VOC plume path and discharge of VOCs to Lake Michigan
is necessary. This will necessitate additional VAS sampling and installation of multi-
level groundwater micro-samplers along the beach area between POCW-2 and POCW-4,
and additional sampling of Lake Water. Tracer studies should be considered to identify
plume movement.

5 All histoncal and current site data needs to be consolidated and used to better identify the
location of the west plume TCE source, in the event additional remedial activity is
warranted for the source area.

6 The PRPs need to prepare a report that identifyv the specifics of alternate
treatments/enhancements to MNA. including cost estimates and a time line schedule,



should they be required. At a minimum two enhancements should be considered 1)
injection of specific TCE destroying microbes near the TCE source area, and 2) chemical
release into the plume to enhance conversion of vinyl chloride to ethane/ethene, without
upsetting the “natural” biogeochemical process now operating. The work plan should
also suggest pilot studies for these or other alternates. The work plan should be delivered -
by January 2005. Additional recommendations from the PRPs are encouraged.

7 Alternate concentration limits or GSI values must be selected for both the east and west
plumes. '

Protectiveness Statement:

The remedy is currently protective of human health and the environment, and was constructed in
accordance with the Record of Decision. Capping and SVE treatment of the contaminated soils
has removed the possibility of human contact with the east source material and institutional
controls are in place that restrict use of contaminated groundwater for both the east and west
plumes. However for the remedy to be protective in the long-term an assessment of the MNA
activity in both plumes must be conducted. Pilot studies for improving the effectiveness of MNA
and sampling along the beach and in the Lake waters need to be considered to insure that human
health risk continues to be acceptable.



Five-Year Review Report

l. Introduction

The Purpose of the Review

The purpose of a statutory five-year review is to evaluate whether a completed remedial action
remains protective of human health and the environment at sites where hazardous waste remains
on-site at levels that do not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. The methods,
findings. and conclusions of reviews are documented in Five-Year Review reports. In addition,
Five-Year Review reports identify issues found during the review, if any, and identify
recommendations to address them.

Authonty for Conducting the Five-Year Review

U. S. EPA 1s preparing this Five-Year Review pursuant to CERCLA Section 121 and the
National Contingency Plan (NCP). CERCLA Section 121 states:

If the President selects a remedial action that results in any hazardous substances, pollutants,
or contamimants remaining at the site, the President shall review such remedial action no less
often than each five years after the initiation of such remedial action to assure that human health
and the environment are being protected by the remedial action being implemented. In addition,
if upon such review it is the judgement of the President that action is appropriate at such site in
accordance with section 104 or 106, the President shall take or require such action. The
President shall report to the Congress a list of facilities for which such review is required, the
results of all such reviews, and any actions taken as a result of such reviews.

U.S. EPA interpreted this requirement further in the NCP; 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
Section 300.430(fX4Xi1) which states:

I a remnedial action is selected that results in hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants
remainng at the site above levels that allow for the unlimited use and unrestricted exposure, the
lead agency shall review such action no less often than every five years after the initiation of the

Who Conducted the Five-Year Review

Mr. Kenneth Glatz. Remedial Project Manager, U.S. EPA Region 5, performed this five-year
review. The Five-Year Review was based. in part, on the ongoing oversight of monitoring
activities at the Site from December 2000 to September 2003, and the interpretation of that data.
In addition the Project Manager reviewed documents. including the ROD, SOW. Consent
Decree. Construction Completion Report and results of supplemental studies conducted at the
Site. U.S. EPA completed this Five-Year Review based upon the information obtained from
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these sources and activities.

Other Review Characteristics

This is the first five-year review for the Bendix/Bosch Site. The triggering action for this review
-is the date of RA on-site construction mobilization, June, 1999. The review is necessary since
hazardous substances, pollutants and contaminants are left on Site above levels that allow

unlimited and unrestricted exposure.

ll. Site Chronology
Event

NPL RP Search

AOC

Community relations Plan
NPL Listing

Special Notice issued

RI Report

Public Comment

ROD

PRP Remedial Design
RA Start |

Consent Decree

Lake Study Data Report
SVE Final Inspection

Construction Completion Report
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Date
June 1988
March, 1989
August 1989
February 1990
September 1996
September 1997
August - September 1997
September 1997
June 1999
June 17, 1999
October 1999
November 1999
August 2000

November 2001



Preliminary Close Out Report December 2001

Ecological Risk Assessment January 2002

. Background
Physical Charactenstics

The Bendix/Bosch Superfund Site is located in Lincoln Township, Bemen County, Michigan,
approximately four miles south of the City of St. Joseph. The Bendix/Bosch Site address is 3737
Red Arrow Highway, approximately one-half mile from the eastem shore of Lake Michigan, and
approximately one-third mile west of Hickory Creek, and bordered to the west by Red Arrow
Highway (Fig. 1). Contaminants have migrated from the Site to Lake Michigan and Hickory
Creek (Fag. 2). "

The Bendix/Bosch Site’s topography is generally flat and the land surface is mostly covered by
manufactuning buildings and pavement. The land surface rises slightly to the west of the
Bendix/Bosch Plant to the lake bluff. The land surface to the east gently slopes toward Hickory
Creek falling steeply away at the creek. Groundwater flows from the Bendix/Bosch Site toward
Hickory Creek to the east, and toward Lake Michigan to the west. Hickory Creek and Lake
Michigan are used for recreational purposes. The entire area adjacent to the Bendix/Bosch Site is
supplied with dninking water from the City of St. Joseph municipal water supply. The source of
the dnnking water is Lake Michigan, three and a half miles north of the site.

Directly beneath the Bendix/Bosch Site, there are three distinct hydrogeologic units, the
unconfined water table aquifer; a series of aquicludes (semi-confining layers) consisting of
interbedded silts and sands; and the lower clay unit acting as an aquatard (confining layer).

The uppermost soil at the Bendix/Bosch Site is a fine to medium sand. This sand extends from
the surface to approximately 40 to 50 feet below ground surface. This medium to fine sand unit
allows rain water to infiltrate the subsurface and recharge the groundwater. This uppermost soil
also has the greatest hydraulic conductivity. which has been measured in the 10 to 10~ cm/sec
range. and provides the path for contaminant transport. These fine to medium sands grade to fine
silty sands with depth.

At an elevanion of between 580 and 560 feet above MSL,, the soil type changes to interlayered
clavey silts and silty sands with occasional gravel. This unit is discontinuous and is most
prevalent below the eastern side of the Bendix/Bosch Site. When present. this fine-grained unit
ranges in thickness from a few feet to approximately 20 feet. The hydraulic conductivity values
of the silUclay lavers are generally 10° cm/sec with occasional 10 cm/sec values in the clay
units. The interlavered silty sands have hydraulic conductivity values ranging from 10 to 107

11



cm/sec. Groundwater movement through this interlayered unit will occur principally within the
more conductive thin silty sand layers.

Below the interlayered clayey silt sand is a stiff clay to silty clay. This clay unit is most prevalent
at the center of the Bendix/Bosch Site near the plant. The hydraulic conductivity value of this
unit was measured at 10 cm/sec. This unit has a significantly lower permeability than the sands
located stratigraphically above it, and will act as a hydraulic barrier to the vertical migration of
groundwater and/or contaminants.

Regional groundwater flow is toward Lake Michigan with a nominal Lake elevation of 580 feet
above MSL. The maximum groundwater elevation in the vicinity of the plant is approximately
605 feet above MSL. Superimposed on this regional flow are the localized effects of Hickory
Creek. Hickory Creek has incised the sandy surface soils to a current creek elevation of 586 feet
above MSL. This elevation difference between the groundwater and the creek causes the
localized groundwater to flow toward Hickory Creek. This has created a groundwater divide in
the vicinity of the Bendix/Bosch plant. Groundwater on the east side of this divide flows toward
and discharges to Hickory Creek, while groundwater on the west side of this divide flows toward
and discharges to Lake Michigan ( Fig. 2).

Land and Resource Use

Currently, land use in the vicinity of the Bendix/Bosch Site is a mixture of commercial,
residential, and industrial. Churchill Farms is a residential development between the Site and
Lake Michigan. Commercial and industrial facilities are located between the Bendix/Bosch Site
and Hickory Creek. Areas north and south of the Bendix/Bosch Site are a mixture of commercial
and residential properties.

History of Contamination

The Bendi%/Bosch Site was originally farmland but was developed'in 1939 by the Nylen
Products Corporation. The 36-acre facility consisted of an iron casting foundry and a machine
shop. The Bendix Corporation (Bendix) purchased the property in 1952 that was later acquired
by Allied Chemical in 1983. Its successor, AlliedSignal Inc. sold the facility to Bosch, current
owner, in 1996. The facility currently contains a foundry and a manufacturing plant.

Oil-based cutting fluids were used at the facility during the 1950s and 1960s. Water-soluble
cutting fluids were used beginning in 1967. Chlorinated solvents were reportedly used in the
1960s and 1970s. From 1965 to 1975, foundry dust and machine shop oily waste waters were
disposed into three former unlined lagoons: (1) foundry “A” lagoon, (2) south lagoon, and (3) the
loading dock lagoon. The foundry “A” lagoon and the loading dock lagoon were closed and their
contents disposed into the south lagoon. The south lagoon was closed in 1978 with the
installation of a MDNR-approved clay cap. Bendix used an on-site liquid incinerator, lagoons,
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and off-site commercial disposal facilities until the mid 1970s. A landfill (Maiden Lane Landfill)
was also used from 1966 to 1979 for the disposal of foundry residues, asbestos in brake shoes,
and encapsulated asbestos pellets. Environmental investigations began at the Bendix Site in

1975 when three groundwater wells were installed around the south lagoon. Since that time
numerous investigations have been conducted to evaluate the nature and distribution of industnial
chemicals in soil. groundwater, surface water, and sediments associated with the Bendix Site and
neighboning properties. Industnial chemicals identified in the environment include both organic
and inorganic compounds associated with the manufacture of braking systems.

lnitial Response

The Bendix/Bosch site was placed on the NPL of hazardous waste sites on February 21, 1990.
Offsite contamination was found in residential wells to the west of the plant (west plume), and in
a commercial business well to the east of the plant (east plume). Preliminary sampling and
analysis of groundwater in the plant area indicated the presence of high concentrations of organic

HSL compounds.

In response to a release or a substantial threat of a release of hazardous substances at or from the
Site, the Bendix Corporation initiated RI/FS work at the site under an AOC issued in March,
1989. Bendix completed the RI Report in September 1997, and the FS report in January 1998.
U.S. EPA published a notice of the completion of the FS and Proposed Plan for the groundwater
remedial action on August 31, 1997.

Basis for Taking Action

Industnal chemicals identified at the Site included both organic compounds and inorganic
elements associated with the manufacture of braking systems. The most frequently detected
organic contaminants at the Bendix Site are trichloroethene (TCE) and 1,1,1-tnichloroethane
(1.1.1-TCA), along with their degradation products, cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) and
trans-1.2-dichloroethene {trans-1,2-DCE), 1,1-dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) and vinyl chloride
(VC). These contaminants accounted for the majonty of health-based nsk posed at the Site. As
a result of the industnial activities at the Bendix Site, and the natural groundwater divide, two
VOC Plumes were identified (eastern and western plumes). The eastern plume capillary fringe
source is a buned lagoon in the vicinity of the loading dock, creating a plume that extends
northeast to its pnmary discharge zone along Hickory Creek. The westem plume DNAPL source
(assumed. since it was never identified) onginates in the area of the north parking lot and creates
a plume that extends to the northwest where it discharges to Lake Michigan (see Fig. 3 and Fig.
4). The closed south lagoon is located over the groundwater divide and continues to release low
levels of industnal cutting oil residuals to the groundwater.
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v Remedial Actions

Remedy Selection

The response action selected in the September 29, 1997 ROD is a combined SVE
treatment/MNA remedy for the east plume, MNA for the west plume and deed restrictions on the
use of contaminated groundwater until the remedy is complete. The selected remedial alternative
for the eastern and western plumes and their source areas acknowledges the natural
biodegradation processes occurring within the plumes. U.S. EPA's Kerr Laboratory scientists
concluded at that time that the contaminants causing the risk in the western plume were being
naturally degraded to below harmful concentrations prior to discharge to Lake Michigan.
Environmental monitoring continues to be conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of natural
attenuation processes. The ROD remedy includes the following components: '

Environmental monitoring with protective contingency plans;
Institutional controls restricting use of contaminated groundwater;
Natural attenuation of dissolved organics;

Five-year Site Reviews;

Eastern plume source area cover maintenance and;
Installation/operation of an SVE vapor treatment system.

These remedial actions prevent the potential for future human health risks associated with
exposure to VOCs in the groundwater plumes and the air through volatile emissions by (1)
reducing VOC concentrations in the eastern plume source area (2) reducing volatile emissions in
the vadose zone over the eastern plume, and (3) reducing concentrations of VOCs in groundwater
associated with the eastern and western plumes. Contingency plans will be implemented in the
event that monitoring shows confirmed, statistically significant exceedences of groundwater
contamination above (yet to be) established values, prior to the discharge of the plume to Lake
Michigan. This will prevent release of contaminants into surface water bodies that would cause
unacceptable human health of ecological risk concerns. *

Remedy Implementation

The Preliminary Close-Out Report for the Bendix/Bosch Site documents that all construction
activity has been completed at the Site. The initial SVE system used ultra violet contaminant
destruction but was replaced with a thermocatalytic system when the ultraviolet unit failed to
produce design destruction efficiency. The final inspection for the thermocatalytic SVE system
was made on August 30, 2000. The SVE system was last inspected on August 17, 2004 and
continues to perform as designed. The BGWDCP monitoring wells were completed in the fall of
2000.

The Remedial Action shall restore the plumes to: Drinking Water Standards; a cumulative excess
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cancer nsk below 10E-4; and a cumulative Hazard Index below one (i.e., Cleanup Standards)
throughout the east and west plumes: and deed restrictions on the use of contaminated
groundwater until groundwater goals have been met.

Svstem Operatio/O & M
Existing Cover System:

The cover system above the eastern plume source area consists of asphalt, concrete slab,
and existing buildings. The cover system is visually inspected quarterly and repaired as
necessary (e.g., resurfaced, patched). This cover system will continue to minimize
infiltration to vadose zone soils, thereby reducing the amount of contaminants released to
groundwater, and will also reduce potential access/direct contact to these soils by on-site
workers.

Operation of the SVE System:

The modified Operation and Maintenance Plan (O&M) for the SVE system was approved
in August 2000. The SVE treatment system is an in-situ vadose zone treatment
technology that operates via application of a vacuum to promote vapor flow through the
vadose zone. Contaminants volatilize from soil and are swept by air flow to extraction
wells located throughout the contaminated area. Extracted air is treated using
thermocatalytic oxidation to destroy contaminants and achieve air emission requirements.
System operating parameters (temp, pressure and flow) are taken weekly. This system is
instrumented with a vanety of alarms. These alarms are responded to by Bosch plant
personnel as required. Summa canister testing procedures are used on a quarterly basis to
collect influent and effluent samples from the SVE system. The results of the summma
camister data is reported quarterly, and summarized in an annual report. Calculations
indicate that over 1900 pounds of VOCs have been removed from the soﬂs since the
system was put ifito operation in 2000.

Monitoring Well Systems:

Groundwater at the Site is not being used as a source of drinking water and is not likely to
be used in the future because of groundwater use restrictions on the Site and the
availability of municipal water. Monitoring well systems for both plumes were
completed in late 1999. These well systems contain POC wells, plume centerline wells,
sentinel wells (perpendicular to centerline wells), plume boundary wells and background
wells (upgradient of the plumes). These wells were sampled quarterly using Low-Flow
sample techmques from December 1999 to September 2003. The results were reported
quarterly. summanzed in two annual reports and in the Final BGWDCP Report issued in
February 2004.



Vv Progress since the last Five Year Review.

This is the first Five Year Review for the Site.

Vi Five Year Review Process

Administrative Components

This Five-Year Review was based, in part, on Site visits conducted from December 2000 to
March 2004, during oversight of the BGWDCP monitoring events, and the analysis of the data
contained in the Final BGWDCP Report. The Final BGWDCP Report consisted of two volumes.
Volume I includes a summary of all 12 rounds of data, PRP data analysis, PRP development of
ACLs, the Human Health Risk Assessment update and conclusions/recommendations. Volume
II contains all Appendices referred to in Vol 1. ’

The monitoring events were frequently attended by the Settling Defendants, Settling Defendants
contractor, representatives from MDEQ and the U.S. EPA Project Manager.

Community Involvement

A meeting was held at the Site in June, 2003, with representatives from the Churchill Farms
Homeowners Association, MDEQ, and representatives from U.S. EPA, to review the status of
venting of contaminates into Lake Michigan just off the beach area of the Churchill Farms
property. Risk calculations indicate that there is no unacceptable risk posed by recreational use
of the beach area, but the concentration and quantity of contaminants being vented to the Lake
needs to be monitored on a regular schedule. U.S. EPA indicated during the meeting that the five
year review report would be issued in the summer of 2004.

A news release was made in the St. Joseph Herald Palladium October, 2003, to announce the
start of the Five Year Review for the Bendix/Bosch Site.

Interviews.

No interviews were conducted in connection with this five year review, since the primary interest
was from the Homeowners Association, mentioned above.

Site Inspection

As indicated, this Five-Year Review was based, in part, on Site visits conducted from December
2000 to March 2004, during oversight of the BGWDCP monitoring events. The SVE system is
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located within the plant gates proper. and the SVE system was inspected by U.S. EPA and
MDEQ on two occasions. The system was operating as designed during these visits.

Document and data review

The Project Manager reviewed documents, including the ROD, Construction Completion Report,
Churchill Farms beach area Ecological Survey, data from supplemental studies conducted by
MDEQ and Bosch, SVE data, and data evaluation of the BGWDCP. U.S. EPA completed this
Five-Year Review based upon the information obtained from these sources and activities. The
documents and data reviewed in preparning this Five Year Review are listed in the “List of
Documents Reviewed™, and the attachments.

Vil. Technical Assessment

Question A: Is the remedy func'tioning as intended by the decision
documents? Indeterminate

Remedial Action Performance

U.S. EPA’s Kerr Laboratory conducted extensive evaluations of the conditions at the Bendix
Site. and indicated that the most important natural degradation mechanism is reductive
dechlofination. This mechanism involves microbially catalyzed reactions caused by the
replacement of chlonne atoms on the organic solvent molecules with hydrogen atoms. Reductive
dechlonnation of TCE results in the formation of daughter products, most significantly cis-1,2-
DCE and vinyl chlonde. Vinyl chlonde, in tum, is degraded either aerobically or anaerobically
to carbon dioxide or ethene, respectively (see Fig. 5).

All biodegradation reactions require an electron donor and an electron acceptor. In reductive
déchlorination reactions, the contaminants (i.e., TCE, DCE) serve as electron acceptors rather
than the pnmary food source (election donor) for microbes. Thus. a primary organic substrate
(food source) is necessary to serve as the electron donor for microbial energy and reproduction.
A number of low molecular weight organic compounds can serve as electron donors. Data from
the Bendix Site suggests that one source of the pnimary substrate (electron donors) used by
anaerobic microorganisms to dnve the dechlonnation reactions originates from the former south
lagoon. The low levels of soluble cutting oil residuals and other non-chlonnated organic
compounds are being released into the groundwater from the former south lagoon.

The model for the destruction of TCE in both the westem and eastern plumes occurs in two
steps:

Anaerobic reduction of TCE to cis-1,2-DCE. vinyl chlonde, and finally to ethene.
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Aerobic oxidation of any remaining vinyl chloride to carbon dioxide.

The data analysis of the BGWDCP was completed in June 2004. GEOS Groundwater simulation
programs (attachment 1), indicate that the mass and volume of TCE is statistically increasing in
the west plume. The mass of TCE is not statistically increasing in the east plume but the volume
is. The data analysis also indicates that the conversion of Vinyl Chloride to non-chlorinated
hydrocarbons or carbon dioxide is not proceeding to completion before being vented into Lake
Michigan. The mass of the other chlorinated VOCs show no statistical trends, but have not
decreased in overall mass in either plume during the study. These findings are inconsistent with
the expectations of the ROD remedy for MNA and is the basis for the “Indeterminate” answer
above.

System Ogeratioh and Maintenance

Existing Cover System:

The cover system above the eastern plume source area consists of asphalt, concrete slab,
and existing buildings. The cover system is visually inspected quarterly and repaired as
necessary (e.g., resurfaced, patched). This cover system will continue to minimize -
infiltration to vadose zone soils, thereby reducing the amount of contaminants released to
groundwater, and will also reduce potential access/direct contact to these soils by on-site
workers.

Operation of the SVE System:

The modified Operation and Maintenance Plan (O&M) for the SVE system was approved
in August 2000. The SVE treatment system is an in situ vadose zone treatment
technology that operates via application of a vacuum to promote vapor flow through the
vadose zone. Contaminants will volatilize from soil and be swept by air flow to air
extraction wells located throughout the contaminated area. Extracted air is treated using
catalytic oxidation to destroy contaminants and achieve air emission requirements.
System operating parameters (temp, pressure and flow) are taken weekly. This system is
instrumented with a variety of alarms. These alarms are responded to by Bosch plant
personnel as required. Summa canister procedures are used on a quarterly basis to collect -
influent and effluent samples from the SVE system. The results of the summa canister
data is reported quarterly, and summarized in an annual report. Calculations indicate that
over 1900 pounds of VOCs have been removed from the soils since the system was put
into operation in 2000.

Monitoring Well Systems:

Groundwater at the Site is not being used as a source of drinking water and is not likely to
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be used in the future because of groundwater use restrictions on the Site. Monitoring well
systems for both plumes were completed in late 1999. These well systems contain POC
wells. plume centerline wells, sentinel wells (perpendicular to centerline wells). plume
boundary wells and background wells (upgradient of the plumes). These wells were
sampled quarterly using Low-Flow sample techniques from December 1999 to September
2003. The results were reported quarterly and all data summanzed in the Final
BGWDCP Report issued in January 2004.

Implementation of Institutional Controls and Other Measures

Institutional controls are in place that restrict the use of contaminated groundwater for all
uses unul the groundwater meets the clean-up goals.

Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels, and
remedial action objectives used at the time of the remedy still valid? YES

Changes in Standards and To Be Considered Critena

The state has indicated that vinyl chlonide and trichloroethane groundwater concentrations are
above state GSI cntena at two POCW monitoring locations. The U.S. EPA is currently
reviewing whether the current GSI critenia for these compounds are applicable or relevant and
appropnate to the remedy at the Site. Based on the decision, the appropnate action will be taken
in accordance with the provisions in the ROD and Consent Decree. There are no other standards
identified in the ROD which have been revised, no newly promulgated standards and no TBC
used 1n selecting the cleanup levels at the Site that have changed and could affect the
protecuveness of the remedy.

Changes in Exposure Pathways

Contaminants are vedting into Lake Michigan in shallow water just off the Churchill Farms
beach. This presents an exposure pathway for recreational exposure not considered in the ROD.
To date the nsk calculations based on the surface water quality in this area are well below risk
based concems. Additional O&M provisions will be implemented to insure that the recreational
exposure stays minimal. and that there is no unacceptable nsk to recreational use of the beach.
There have been no land use changes at the Site nor are any expected in the near future.

Changes 1n Toxicity and Other Contaminant Characternistics

Neither the toxicity factors for the contaminants of concern nor other contaminant characteristics
have changed in a way that could affect the protectiveness of the remedy.
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Changes in Risk Assessment Methods

Standardized risk assessment methods have not changed in a way that could affect the
assessment of the protectiveness of the remedy. Risk calculations will be updated as necessary.

Expected Progress Toward Meeting Remedial Action Objectives

The remedy for the Site is progressing through MNA processes, primarily biological activity.
Progress toward the Remedial Action Objectives continues to be made at the Site, although there
are concerns as indicated in the “Issues” section of this report. The monitoring program will
continue to ensure that any changes in contaminant levels will be detected and addressed as
necessary.

Question C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question
the protectiveness of the remedy? YES

Technical Assessment Summary

Post-ROD information suggested that the western plume may be discharging to Lake Michigan
nearer to the shoreline than believed (Effects of the Lake-Ground Water Interactions on the
Transport and Bioremediation of Chlorinated Solvents Discharging to the Great Lakes;
University of Michigan Doctoral dissertation by S.M. Dean (1998)). S.M. Dean’s paper
indicated that TCE may be venting at the shore line into the lake well above earlier modeling
projections. Scientists from the U.S. EPA Kerr Laboratories verified this in April, 1998, by
collecting samples just off the beach area in shallow water. MDEQ has also conducted
independent pore water studies in the beach area with the intent of defining and monitoring the
area of the plume discharge. (Pore water is defined as the interstitial water contained in the sand
beneath the Lake surface. The pore-water sample is taken six to 12 inches deep into this sand
layer). Bosch submitted a Lake Study Work Plan to U.S. EPA Region 5 as part of the RD/RA for
the Bendix/Bosch Superfund Site to explore this concern. This proposed Work Plan détailed
additional sampling activities to be conducted to support a supplemental Human Health and
Ecological Risk Evaluation of surface water, sediment, and shallow groundwater associated with
the western plume and Lake Michigan at the location where the western plume discharges to
Lake Michigan. The Work Plan was incorporated into the CD and SOW for the RD/RA signed
by Bendix/Bosch and U.S. EPA in March, 1999. The requirements included post-design studies
for further characterization of the cross-sectional area of the plumes directly upgradient of their
discharge points and additional evaluation of the potential human health and ecological risk
completed during the 1997 RI.

The results of the Lake study were submitted to U.S. EPA by Bosch entitled “Lake Study Data

Report”, November 1999. The conclusions presented in this report indicate that the plume
venting into Lake Michigan does not present an unacceptable risk to Human Health. The
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Ecological Survey was conducted by Bosch in September 2001. The Ecological Survey Report
indicated that at that time there was no ecological nsk presented from the groundwater plume
venting into Lake Michigan. Since then over 100 samples have been taken in the pore-water and
surface waters just off the Churchill Farms™ beach area. There is some indication from MDEQ
data that the pore-water and surface water contaminant concentrations are increasing. but the
surface water data does not present an unacceptable risk to recreational users of the beach.

Plume charactenization work was also conducted at the bluff along with the Lake Study as a
requirement of the RD/RA. A total of 52 groundwater samples were collected along the lake
bluff utnlizing a Hydropunch and bailer. These data sets provided a detailed cross-sectional view
of the western plume transverse to its discharge to Lake Michigan. U.S. EPA’s evaluation of the
recently completed BDWDCP study indicates that the west plume concentration centerline shifts
shghtly to the north and south, and perhaps the plume does as well. There is some concem that
this plume concentration centerline movement may influence the data taken from the POCW
wells. U.S. EPA believes that several exploratory wells will need to be installed between
POCW-2 and POCW-4 to complete the characterization of the plume and study the plume
movement trends. Vertical Aquifer Sampling to clay will be used to select the location of multi-
level groundwater micro-samplers screens for future sampling.

In addition the BGWDCP data indicates that the MNA remedy is deficient in three areas. The
first is that the plumes are expanding, in volume and mass in the west plume, and in volume in
the east plume. The second is that the data indicates that the mass of chlorinated contaminants is
increasing in the middle of the plume. Data analysis also indicates that the conversion of Vinyl
Chlonide to non-chloninated hydrocarbons and carbon dioxide is not completed before the plume
vents to Lake Michigan. These findings are contrary to the expectations of MNA, and raises the
concermn with MNA as a sole remedy, even though there is no unacceptable calculated

health nsk from exposure to Lake Michigan water, or an observed ecological problem from the
venting of VOCs at the shoreline. The PRPs will be required to consider remedy refinements.
There have been no newly identified hufan health or ecological risks, impacts from natural "
disasters. or any other information that has been identified that could affect the protectiveness of
the remedy for the Site.

Vill. lIssues

The Site remedy 1s MNA for the west plume and MNA/SVE for the east plume. At issue is
whether the remedy as functioning meets U.S. EPA MNA guidance. A three year monitoring
studv (BGWDCP) was completed in September 2003. The data analysis using GEOS
groundwater simulation programs (see attachment 1) indicates that the mass and concentration of
VOC’s is increasing in the west plume. and that the boundanes are expanding in both plumes.
Data analvsis also indicates that the conversion of Vinyl Chlonde to non-chlonnated
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hydrocarbons or carbon dioxide is not completed before the plume vents to Lake Michigan.
These findings are contrary to the expectations of MNA, even though risk calculations indicate
that there is no unacceptable health risk from exposure to Lake Michigan water, or an ecological
problem caused by the venting of VOCs at the shoreline.

IX. Recommendations and Follow-Up Actions

The analysis of the BGWDCP data (Volpe and GEOS Report attachments) indicate that the
following work needs to be initiated by the PRPs.

1 Plume boundaries need to be re-established. Current institutional controls/restrictions
need to be reviewed to insure that institutional controls/deed restrictions apply to all
property with access to the contaminated groundwater.

2 Quarterly monitoring/reporting must be continued until further notice. Lake water
sampling must be added to the sampling program.

3 Replacement wells need to be installed at all locations that do not perrmt monitoring well
Low Flow sampling procedures to be practiced.

4 A better understanding of the VOC plume path and discharge of VOCs to Lake Michigan
is necessary. This will necessitate additional VAS sampling and installation of multi-
level groundwater micro-samplers along the beach area between POCW-2 and POCW-4,
and additional sampling of Lake Water. Tracer studies should be considered to identify
plume movement.

5 All historical and current site data needs to be consolidated and used to better identify the
location of the west plume TCE source, in the event additional remedial activity is
warranted for the source area. *

6 The PRPs need to prepare a report that identifies the specifics of altemnate
treatments/enhancements to MNA, including cost estimates and time line schedule,
should they be required. At a minimum two enhancements should be considered 1)
injection of specific TCE destroying microbes near the TCE source area, and 2) chemical
release into the plume to enhance conversion of vinyl chloride to ethane/ethene, without
upsetting the “natural” biogeochemical process now operating. The work plan should
also suggest pilot studies for these or other alternates. Additional recommendations from
the PRPs are encouraged.

7 Alternate concentration limits or GSI values must be selected for both the east and west
plumes. '
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X. Protectiveness Statement

The remedy 1s currently protective of human health and the environment, and was constructed in
accordance with the Record of Decision. Capping and SVE treatment of the contaminated soils
has removed the possibility of human contact with the east source material and institutional
controls are in place that restrict use of contaminated groundwater for both the east and west
plumes. However for the remedy to be protective in the long-term an assessment of the MNA
activity in both plumes must be conducted. Pilot studies for improving the effectiveness of MNA
need to be considered. and O&M provisions made for the beach area to insure human health risk
conunues o be acceptable.

The statutory and regulatory requmemcnls for the remedial action at the Bendix Site as described
in the ROD are to:

- Reduce/eliminate the potential risks to human health associated with exposure to
chlonnated VVOCs in the Western and Eastern Plumes;

- Reduce the concentrations of VOCs in the Western and Eastern Plumes to drinking water
standards:

- Reduce/control the VOC source of contaminants; and Satisfy ARARs.

The major components of the selected remedial action as described in the ROD are:

- Environmental monitoring to evaluate the effectiveness of natural attenuation

processes in the Plumes
- Deed restrictions to prohibit future ground water use

- Land use restnictions to restrict access to Bendix Site-related VOCs in vadose zone soils
- Natural attenuation of ground water Plumes to continue dcstmcuon of ground water
coflaminants
- Five-vear site reviews

In addition the following three components will be implemented to address the Eastern Plume
source area:

- Maintenance of existing cover system to minimize infiltration of precipitation to VOCs

in vadose zone soils and restrict access to/direct contact with those soils

- Installaton and Operation of SVE vapor phase treatment system to remove VOCs from the
vadose soils



XI. Next Five-Year Review

The second five-year review will be conducted by August, 2009, which is five years from the
signature of this five-year review.
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Table 1

Last of Documents Reviewed

i Record of Decision, Bendix Superfund Site, St.Joseph Michigan, U.S.EPA, September
1997

2 Final Report for the BGWDCP by Woodard & Curran for Robert Bosch Corporation.
Volume I and Volume 11, February 2004

3 Lake Study Data Report by Woodard & Curran for Robert Bosch Corporation, November
1999

4 Feasibility Study by Woodard & Curran for Robert Bosch Corporation, July 1997
5 Remedial Investigation by Woodard & Curran for Robert Bosch Corporation, July 1997

6 Ecological Risk Assessment by Woodard & Curran for Robert Bosch Corporation, April
2002

7 Consent Decree, U.S. EPA vs Robert Bosch Corporation, October 1999
8 MDEQ Technical Memorandum on plume discharge, July 2004 (Draft)

Figures:
Figure 1 Site Location Map
Figure 2 Schemiétic Topographic Overview of Site Plumes *
Figure 3 Cross Section West Plume in 1997

Figure 4 Cross Secuon East Plume in 1997
Attachments:

1 Analysis of Plume Data prepared by Subterranean Research, Inc. for U.S. EPA RegionS5,
August 2004.

2 Bendix Corporation Statistical Analysis Report (Abrnidged Version) prepared by Volpe
Nanonal Transportation System Center for the U.S. EPA Region 5, February . 2004.
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1. PURPOSE

This report documents an observation-based review and analysis for the Bendix
Corporation/Allied Automotive site (Bendix), located in St. Joseph, Berrien County,
Michigan. The site is sometimes called the Bosch site, named for the current owner of the
site.

This report was prepared in support of the first five-year review of activities at the site,
triggered by the completion of the remedy construction in 1999. This analysis focuses on
groundwater chemistry data for the period December 2000 to October 2003, as contained
in a database provided by United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
Region 5 via Volpe National Transportation Systems (Volpe). For the sake of brevity, a
very short background section is presented here based on the USEPA National Priorities
List Fact Sheet for the site [USEPA, 2003]: refer to other site documents for greater depth
and detail.

The objective is to review the data to determine, if possible, whether the remedy for
groundwater at Bendix is working as intended. As a result of waste emplacement
locations and subsurface hydrology, there are two plumes at the site. One, moving west-
northwest toward Lake Michigan—the west plume, utilizes monitored natural
attenuation. The other, migrating east-northeast toward Hickory Creek—the east plume,
uses monitored natural attenuation as well as soil vapor extraction near the original
location of waste. The primary focus of this study is the west plume.

Muttiple lines of evidence are investigated, in accordance with USEPA [2002, 2004].
This approach is necessary because environmental data can be noisy, are sparse, and must
be interpreted rather than simply collected. The following lines are considered in this
ncpon to determine whether they are consistent with adequate remedy:
What are the groundwater flow directions? How do they compare to the anticipated
directions?

- Is there evidence that the state of groundwater contamination at the site has improved?
Are the plumes stable or shrinking?

+ Is there evidence that trichloroethene (TCE) is degrading through a chain to
nonchlorinated ethene and/or CO-. as expected when the remedy was selected? Is there
any interruption of the decay chain? In particular, by the time the western plume vents
(discharges) into Lake Michigan, has the plume been sufficiently degraded or
attenuated?

» s the monitoring network adequate to accomplish its purpose for the next five vears?
Are any adjustements needed?

Some of the data analyses have been performed by others and, rather than duplicate those

cfforts. are integrated here.
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Section 2 presents a background of the site, contamination, and record of decision.
Methods used in this study are described in Section 3, which is followed in Section 4 by a
discussion of the evaluations. The several lines of evidence are brought together in
Section S. Our conclusions and recommendations are presented in Section 6. The key data
and analysis sources used in this are listed in Section 7, along with other references. A list
of abbreviations and acronyms is included as Section 8. The document also includes one
appendix. Note that some of the figures in this report are best viewed in color.
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2. BACKGROUND
2.1 Site

The Bendix plant is located in St. Joseph, Michigan, at 3737 Red Arrow Highway in a
residential’light industry setting. The site is situated on a topographic divide, with Lake
Michigan approximately one half mile to the west and the Hickory Creek about one third
mile to the east. There are approximately 750 homes within three miles of the site, but the
majority receive water from a municipal water system that is unaffected by this site.
Durning the plant’s history, tetrachloroethene and trichloroethene (as well as other wastes)
were disposed in unlined lagoons at the plant [ASTDR, 1998]. The soils in this area are
composed of unconsolidated glacial deposits. These coarse-grained soils allowed vertical
migration down into the groundwater and lateral migration across- and off-site. The plant
1s located near a groundwater divide, and the locations of the disposal lagoons relative to
the groundwater flow system has led to two lobes of contaminant plumes, one of which is
discharging (or “venting™) into Lake Michigan and and the other to Hickory Creek.

A map of the region is provided in Figure 1, annotated with several features of interest.
Figure 1 also includes the locations of monitoring wells across the site.

The Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study (RUFS) was completed under an
Administrative Order by Consent. signed in February 1989. USEPA's Kerr Laboratory in
Ada. Oklahoma, the University of Michigan, Stanford University, and others have
intensively studied the groundwater flow (e.g., Tiedeman and Gorelick [1993]) and
groundwater plumes discharging to Lake Michigan. They have presented strong evidence
that natural biological degradation and other forms of natural attenuation have been
occurring, mitigating the discharge of contaminants into Lake Michigan (e.g., Weaver et
al. [1996a), Lendvay et al. [1998], and Stiber er al. [1999, 2004]). Based on the RI the
chemistry noted in west plume was also noted in the the east plume, indicating that
biological activity was also present in the east plume. However, an additional Remedial
Action (RA) was planned for the eastern plume. Final Rl and FS reports were issued and
a Record of Decision was signed on September 30, 1997, calling for monitored natural
attenuation (MNA) of both the western and eastern plumes with an additional soil vapor
extraction (SVE) system RA for the east plume.

The results of a packed tower biological treatment pilot study, conducted at the plant
under a Superfund Innovative Technology Evaluation Program, eliminated this process
from further consideration in the FS. Soil vapor extraction was selected to augment the
MNA for the east plume, and the SVE system started in the summer of 1999. Through the
end of December 2002, it is estimated that the SVE system had removed 1,800 pounds of
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) from the source area soils.
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Point-of-compliance wells have been installed for both the east and west plumes. A
supplemental Human Health Assesment was conducted along the Lake Michigan beach in
1999. A follow-up ecological survey was conducted in Lake Michigan in 2001 and
indicated that there was no ecological risk at the site. Sampling of selected monitoring
wells to establish alternate concentration limits (ACL) for the point of compliance wells
has been occuring quarterly since fall 2000.

Interpretations of data collected during the remedial investigation, such as the map view
and cross-section produced by Woodward and Curran [1999, 2000}, repeated here as
Figures 2 and 3, indicate that the core of the plume is narrow—perhaps 150 feet wide—
and thin—highly concentrated in a <10 foot thick “tongue™. The clay layer defining the
bottom of the aquifer undulates, so vertical fluctuations of groundwater flow along the
aquifer bottom will affect the vertical location plume, even though groundwater flows
that carry dissolved contaminants are generally horizontal until discharging into the lake.

Discharge to Lake Michigan has been an ongoing concem. Monitoring data from on-
shore groundwater wells have been supplemented by samples obtained from sediments
located below Lake Michigan. A vertical aquifer sampling (VAS) event from a barge was
performed by USEPA in June 1996. Negligible contamination was found in the study
area, which was offshore (west) of a row of wood pilings about 50 feet from shore. In
June 1999, the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) conducted off-
shore sampling along a transect parallel to the lake shore and inferred that the
groundwater plume was venting into the Lake approximately 25 feet off-shore, on the east
side of the wood pilings and near the location of the 1996 VAS.

MDEQ performed additional investigations in Fall 1999 and Spring 2000. These two
investigations extended the June 1999 transect, sampled along an axial transect (oriented
in the direction the axis of the west plume) that extended beyond a line of pilings that
parallels the shore, and sampled a transect paraliel to shore and further off-shore than the
June 2000 transect. MDEQ's fourth sampling event examined pore water and surface
water at two clusters of sampling points from beneath the ice pack on Lake Michigan. A
fifth event was performed in Summer 2003, in which pore water from sub-lake sediments
was sampled on a grid-like pattern across the main part of the previously established
plume discharge area. Pore water samples acquired by MDEQ were obtained from small-
volume syringe-based samplers. A draft memorandum describing the methods and results
has been prepared by MDEQ [2004]. These small-scale samples yielded concentrations
with substantially higher peak values than were observed in 1999, with the aqueous
concentration of total volatile organic chemicals ranging upwards of 50,000 ug/L.. These
2003 results suggest that the discharge area is located between the shore and pilings west
-northwest of point-of-compliance well POCW-3. Although these concentrations are
significant and may have great utility for mapping the plume discharge into Lake
Michigan, these data were not obtained from groundwater monitoring wells and, as a
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result of the differences in sampling volume and protocol. were not included in the
following evaluation of monitoring well data.

2.2 Standards

The 1997 Record of Decision (ROD) provides allowable concentrations of chemicals of
concems at point-of-compliance (POC) wells limited to the more restrictive of alternate
concentration limits (ACLs) or the Michigan mixing-zoned-based Groundwater/Surface
water Interface Critena (GS!).

The Part 2001 Generic Cleanup Cniteria and Screening Levels for Groundwater,
Residential and Commercial Drinking Water Criteria, Attachment A, follow:

1.1,1-Trichloroethane (1.1,1-TCA) 200 pg/L
1.1-Dichloroethane (1,1-DCA) —
1.1-Dichloroethene (1.1-DCE) 7 ug/L
cis-1.2-Dichloroethene (cDCE) 70 pg/L
trans- 1 ,2-Dichloroethene (tDCE) 100 pg/L
Tnchloroethene (TCE) Sug/L
Vinyl Chiloride (VC, chloroethene) 2ugl.

The Michigan GSI for key chemicals of concem at the points of compliance (POC) in this
study follow:

Trnchioroethene (TCE) 2200 pg/L
cis-1.2-Dichloroethene (¢cDCE) 6800 pg/l
Vinyl Chioride (VC, chloroethene) 170 pg/L.

Note that the POC wells for the western plume, indicated by labels beginning “POCW™,
are Jocated on-shore and not in the groundwater-lake interface per se.

2.3 Data Available

This study has utilized a database of groundwater monitoring well sampling results
provided by USEPA and Volpe. These data span the December 2000 to October 2003
umeframe, and include 8199 values of concentrations at wells for 28 different analytes.
The database is Earthsoft's EQuIS [Earthsoft, 2004), using Microsoft Access as the data
store.
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3. METHODS

Multiple lines of evidence are used in this analysis. The methods associated with each
line of evidence are introduced in this section.

3.1 Line of Evidence: Groundwater Heads

Groundwater heads have been observed and reported in a MDEQ draft report [2004].
Variability in these heads has been reviewed in that report, as have changes in the inferred
groundwater head gradients, which are proportional to and in the same direction as
inferred groundwater flows, by fitting a plane to heads observed at three wells (POCW-3,
POCW-4, and MWW-2).

3.2 Line of Evidence: Intrawell Concentrations

Intrawell concentration time series were statistically analyzed and reported by Volpe
[2004]. The analysis used the CARStat version 2.1.1 software [Discerning Systems,
2003]. The main statistical methods employed in the evaluation of these data follow.

3.2.1 Comparison to standard

The “comparison to standard” test compares historical data in a time series to a cleanup
standard; the four most recent data were used in this evaluation. If the upper confidence
level (UCL) of this time series, based on a statistical confidence of 95%, is greater than
the cleanup standard then an exceedance is recorded. The data are first checked to
determine whether a normal, lognormal, or nonparametric distribution best fit the data.
For a normally distributed set of data, the UCL is the mean of the data plus the product of
the standard error of the mean (square root of sample variance divided by the number of
data, m) times the upper critical value of the one-sided Student-t distribution with m-1
degrees of freedom and signficance (o= 1 — confidence). Further information, including:
procedures for lognormal and nonparametric distributions, may be found in Gibbons and
Coleman [2001].

3.2.1 Comparison to baseline

Later data are compared to earlier data in a time series in a test called “comparison to
baseline”. Using this test, one can determine whether concentrations in a well are getting
better or worse. CARstat version 2.1.1 [Discerning Systems, 2003] was used to perform
these tests. As described in Gibbons and Coleman [2001], this involves selecting a time
interval of baseline data in the well, evaluating a concentration interval defined by the
lower and upper prediction levels (LPL and UPL) of the data excluding the most recent
datum for a specified (here 95%) confidence level. Then, the most recent datum is
compared to the the LPL/UPL interval; if the latest datum exceeds the UPL, then
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conditions are worse than the baseline and if it is less than the LPL, then conditions are
better than the baseline.

3.2.2 Trends

Detection of trends was performed using the software package CARStar version 2.1.1
[Disceming Systems, 2003]. CARStat version 2.1.1 tests for the presence of trends in a
time series of concentrations at a well using Sen’s method. The test is run at the 99%
confidence level, meaning that one must be 99% certain before declaring that a time
series exhibits a trend. The confidence level of this test cannot changed by a CARStar
user.

33 Lise of Evidence: Spatial Momeats

The monitoring well data were used to determine the overall status of the plume of
dissolved contaminants for the different monitoring events using spatial moments. The
term “spatial moments™ applies to several common measures of a volume or mass; in
fact, some use the word “volumetrics™ instead. Common spatial moments include volume
and mass (zeroth moments), centers of volume and mass (first moments), and second
moments of volume and mass. Note that the volume of the plume is the volume of water
in the saturated zone in which the plume is located; it excludes the volume of the solid
aquifer matrix. Similarly, the mass of contaminant in a plume is the dissolved mass only.

For each monitoring event, the locations and concentrations at the monitoring wells are
used 1o make a “snapshot”™ of the plume. Each snapshot is quantified using spatial
moments.

For this project, volume and mass cakculations were performed using MV'S (Mining
Visualization Software) Version 7.5 [C-Tech, 2004], a three-dimensional visualization
and analysis tool that layers groundwater related tools on top of the AVS visualization
software. Because MF'S Version 7.5 currently does not provide a method to calculate
second moments, Subterranean Research's PAM™ (Plume Assessment Method) Version
0.1 software was used. As in the M4ROS 2.0 software produced by the U. S. Air Force
Center for Environmental Excellence and Groundwater Services Inc. [AFCEE, 2004], the
PAM™ Version 0.1 calculations are limited to two spatial dimensions; that is, a
representative concentration is selected to represent a vertically vanable concentration
distnbution.

3.3.1 Volume and mass of plume
For a given monitoring event and a given analyte, the locations and concentrations are

input to a spatial interpolation method to determine the spatial distribution of
contaminants based on the observation data. Once this distribution of concentration,
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c(x, y, z, t), is known one can determine the volume of water occupied by the plume
above some threshold concentration at the particular time ¢.

The volume and mass calculations involve evaluating integrals over a three-dimensional
volume of space within which the plume exists. Since concentration, aquifer thickness,
and other data observations are often based on discrete, small-scale samples (e.g.,
screened intervals of borehole), evaluating these integrals requires first that a distribution
of concentrations at every spatial location by interpolation. Then, these integrals are
evaluated using approximations that are based on the spatial interpolation method used.

In MVS Version 7.5, the upper and lower surfaces of the aquifer are interpolated from
boring and well log data using kriging. Concentration data are also interpolated with
kriging after first taking their logarithms and, after kriging, by taking the antilogarithms.
Porosity is assumed constant. The M¥S Version 7.5 computational module for volume
and mass allows the selection of lower and upper concentration values, so that the volume
and mass within a “band” or “doughnut” of concentration values are obtained.

Once the volume and mass have been calculated for a given analyte for each of the
monitoring events, they comprise a time series of derived data (since they are calculated
from observed data but are not directly observed themselves). These time series can be
the subject of statistical testing as described in Section 3.2.2.

3.3.2 Center of mass of plume

The center of mass of the plume at the time of a given monitoring event is calculated by
MVS Version 7.5 in a manner much like the mass itself, but it results in the x (easting), y
(northing), and z (elevation) location of the center of the plume as inferred in a way
consistent with the calculation of volume and mass. The x-component of the center of
mass is obtained by summing the product of porosity, thickness, concentration, and the x-
coordinate of each small volume in the plume and then dividing by the mass of the
plume. (That is, we multiply the contribution to mass for each small volume by a moment
arm measured from x=0.) The y-component and z-component of center of mass simply
require substituting the y- and z-coordinate, respectively, instead of the x-coordinate.

3.3.3 Spreads and orientation of plume

As mentioned previously, MVS Version 7.5 currently does not calculate second moments
of volume and mass. Because the second moments and plume orientation are important,
the PAM™ Version 0.1 software has been used. Details of the PAM™ Version 0.1
calculations for are given in Appendix 1. They are developed from the same integrals,
evaluated over a three-dimensional volume of space within which the plume exists, that
were used to develop the MV'S volume and mass module. PAM™ Version 0.1 assumes
that there is no vertical variation of porosity and concentration (or that a representative
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value is selected), so that the required volume integrals can be converted into an area
integrals. Horizontal vanations of porosity. thickness, and concentration are allowed.

Since concentration, aquifer thickness, and other data observations are often based on
discrete. small-scale samples (e.g.. screened intervals of borehole), evaluating these
integrals requires first that a distribution of concentrations at every spatial location by
interpolation. Then, these integrals are evaluated using approximations that are based on
the spatial interpolation method used. P4M™ Version 0.1 obtains the spatial
interpolation by first creating a triangulation (specifically a Delaunay triangulation) using
the locations at which data are available for a given monitoring event, and by second
interpolating the logarithms of concentration linearly across each triangle. The volume
(or mass) is calculated by summing up, over the volume of interest, the product of
porosity and thickness (and concentration. for mass) for all of the small volumes within
the plume.

If more than one sample result exists at a single monitoring point at a given monitoring
event (i.e., duplicate samples). then the maximum of these is selected. (Other altenatives
are allowed by the PAA™ Version 0.1 software. They will lead to different, but
conservative, magnitudes of mass and volume.) If there are multiple samples from the
same monitoring event and the same map (areal) location, but from different elevations
(such as a monitoring well nest). then it is necessary to select a representative value from
these overlapping samples (as described above). For this study, the median of overlapping
samples is used.

The spread of the plume is not used as widely as center of mass, but is not much more
complicated. If we think of the center of mass in the x-direction as the mass-weighted
average x-coordinate of the plume, then the second moment can be thought of as a mass-
weighted vanance (square of the standard deviation). The second moment involves
multiplying the contribution to mass for each small volume by two moment arms. The
moment arms are different than for the center of mass calculation—here we use the
distance from the center of mass, not from the origin of the coordinate system. We can
multiply by the x-moment arm twice, by the y-moment arm twice, or by the product of the
x- and y-moment arms (which is the same as the product of the y- and x-moment amms;
the order doesn't matter). As a result, there are 3 second moments involving the x and v
coordinates.

If the second moments of mass were calculated in terms of distance from a particular set
of rotated coordinates, then 1 of the 3 moments will exactly equal zero. These special
rotated axes centered at the plume center of mass are the principal coordinate axes; their
origin is the center of mass, one axis is oriented parallel to the long axis of the plume, and
the second axis is perpendicular to the first.
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The rotation needed to find the principal axes from the x and y axes can be calculated
once the 3 second moments of mass are calculated in terms of x and y. This gives the
orientation of the plume. In addition, the two non-zero second moments for the principal
axes can be calculated. These are the principal values of the second moment. Once the
principal values are computed, they are divided by the plume mass and then their square
roots are taken. The larger of the two is the longitudinal plume spread and the smaller is
the transverse plume spread. The plume spreads have units of length.

PAM™ Version 0.1 calculates the plume spreads and orientation for each monitoring
event. Multiple monitoring events leads to a time series of spreads and orientation that
can be analyzed statistically, as described in Section 3.2.2. It should be noted that,
because MV'S Version 7.5 and PAM™ Version 0.1 have different interpolation,
integration, and geometric assumptions, the computed masses and volumes will not (and
should not) be equal.

3.4 Line of Evidence: Biologically-Mediated Attenuation Indicators

The groundwater plume remedies at the Bendix site were selected with the intention that
biological activity would cause TCE to be degraded by dechlorination into daughter
products: DCE isomers, VC, and ethene or CO,. Dechlorination from TCE to DCE and
VC has been shown in several studies to occur at the site (e.g., Weaver ef al. [1996a],
Lendvay et al. [1998], and Stiber et al. {1999, 2004]). The transformation of TCE to DCE
and VC occurs under anaerobic conditions by the process of methanogenesis. The cis-
isomer of DCE (cDCE or cis-1,2-DCE) is much more prevalent than the trans-isomer
(tDCE or trans-1,2-DCE). Conversion of VC to ethene occurs much more rapidly under
aerobic conditions. It should be noted that the end points can be produced by other
reactions, so the presence of ethene or CO; is not sufficient to indicate complete
biotransformation. Measurements of dissolved oxygen (DO) are not available in the
2000-2003 dataset reviewed. Methane measurements were available.

If the source of TCE has been controlled such that it no longer provides contaminants to
the groundwater and if biologically-mediated attenuation occurs, then it should be
possible to look at the ratios of TCE to DCE, DCE to VC, and VC to ethene to observe .
evidence of the degradation process. These ratios can be computed for each well for each
monitoring event, forming time series.
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4. LINES OF EVIDENCE
4.1 Groundwater Heads

MDEQ [2004] reviewed twelve groundwater head monitoring events from 1072000
through 11/2003. The data are reproduced in Table 1; missing data are indicated by
blanks in the table. One apparently incorrect head datum at STW-2B for 92372001 is
highlighted: the error was determined by visual “buddy checking™—that is, by comparing
other values at the same well and the vanations observed at other wells. (The cause of
this apparent error is not known.) The MDEQ interpretations, excluding this point, about
temporal vanations indicate that at least in the vicinity of POCW-2, POCW-3, and STW-
2 flow directions vary by only a couple of degrees. While it is true that a shift of
groundwater flow by +2° across the entire plume could lead to oscillations of the location
of the plume core axis by as much as £70 feet, it should be noted that this amount of
vanability in plume location maintains the plume location within the region traversed by
the six POCW wells. This is discussed further in Section 4.3.

4.2 latrawell Conceatratioas

Volpe [2004] prepared intrawell statistical analysis of the 2000-2003 dataset using
CARStat version 2.1.1 [Disceming Systems, 2003]. Table 2 reproduces Volpe's Table S,
which summarizes results. It was found that a number of wells continue to demonstrate
exceedances of standards (as indicated by the upper confidence limits of each time series)
for TCE, ¢cDCE, 1,1-DCE, and VC (and some other CVOCs). The contaminants with the
most exceedances were VC (21 locations, 7 in the East Plume and 14 west), cDCE (14
locations. 5 east and 9 west), and TCE (14 locations, 4 east and 10 west), and 1,1-DCE (9
locations, 2 east and 7 west). Comparison of the 10/2003 datum to the first 8 samples in
the 3-vear monitoring dataset for various location-chemical combinations showed that the
latest datum is worse than the baseline data for 18 location-chemical pairs and better for
2. (The analysis was limited to 1.1,1-TCA. 1.1-DCA, 1.1-DCE, cDCE, tDCE, TCE, and
VC.) Trends were found to be upward for 4 location-contaminant pairs and downward for
12 pairs. The results were, therefore, mixed.

Volpe [2004] reports that the greatest upper confidence limit (UCL) concentration
reported at any well and for any contaminant is cDCE at MWW-2 at 67,123 g/l ; the
UCL for TCE at MWW-2 is about 680 pg/L while for VC it is 4,717 pug/L.. Perusal of
Table 4 of the Volpe report indicates that this result can be generalized across the site—
the greatest UCL concentrations observed are generally for cDCE, followed by VC, and
then by TCE. Since PCE and TCE were believed to be major emplaced wastes, these
results suggest dechlonnation has occurred. The fact that cDCE and VC persist at higher
UCL concentrations indicates that the dechlorination is not complete and suggests that
carlier estimates of net degradation rate of cDCE and VC [Weaver et al., 1996b],
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particularly in the region from 400 feet onshore to the lake discharge area, may have been
optimistic.-

The UCL for concentrations of cDCE at MWW-2 approach 1 percent of aqueous
solubility. As stated in many literature sources, such as the National Research Council
[1994, pg. 204], aqueous concentration of 1% or greater of solubility is highly suggestive
that there may be separate phase DNAPL residuals upgradient of MWW-2.

4.3 Spatial Plume Moments

Unlike intrawell statistics, which examine one well independent of another for a given
contaminant, the spatial plume moments look at all wells for a given contaminant at each
monitoring event. That is, plume moments give information about the plume as a whole.
In response to earlier results, this section focuses on TCE, ¢cDCE, and VC.

4.3.1 Volume and Masses

Concentration data were analyzed using MV'S Version 7.5 to find the volume and mass, as
described in section 3.2.2,. In addition to examining the plumes in their entirety, they
were found for several “concentration bands”. (Only values exceeding 5 pg/L were used
in the calculations to hedge against interpolation errors at low concentrations.) The time
series of each resulting volume and mass were analyzed using CARStat version 2.1.1 to
determine whether there was a trend.

Figure 4 shows the volume and mass versus time for dissolved TCE, ¢cDCE, and VC in
the west plume. TCE volume and mass are increasing with 99% confidence, according to
the statistical trend test; no significant trends were found for cDCE or VC.

Figure 5 repeats the plot, but for the east plume. The volume of the TCE plume is
increasing, but its mass shows no trend. No significant trends were found for cDCE or
VC.

To explain the information in these data, the volume and mass calculations were repeated
for several concentration bands (see the first paragraph of this subsection). Figures 6
through 11 show the results for TCE, ¢cDCE, and VC for the west and east plumes,
respectively.

+ Figure 6, for TCE in the west plume, shows increasing volumes and masses, driven by

increases for regions where concentrations are less than 50 pg/L.

« For the east plume of TCE, Figure 7 shows an increased volume driven be
concentrations less than 100 pg/L, while the overall mass shows no trend, even though
the masses of regions with concentrations less than 100 pug/L are increasing.
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+ The west plume for cDCE. shown in Figure 8, has no overall trends in mass and in
volume, and there is no trend in any of the bands. Looking at the volume and mass
corresponding to concentrations greater than 1000 pg/L, it is evident that a region of
high concentration and low volume (one or more “hot spots™) exists. (Note: The April
2002 mass plot, which shows little mass at concentrations above 1000 pg/1, should in
fact show a larger amount of mass—the plotted result is an artifact of the applied M}I'S
volume-and-mass module.)

+ The cDCE plume to the east plume shows no trends for either mass or volume in any
of the concentration bands or for the plume overall. Figure 9 shows that a significant
fraction of the mass appears to be due to high concentration regions, as was found for
¢DCE in the west plume..

« InFigure 10, VC for the west plume shows no statistically significant trend upward or
downward for mass and concentration. The distributions among the various
concentration bands also show no trends. A comparison of the mass and volume plots
for the bands above 100 pg/L indicates that a large portion of the VC mass is found in
a relatively small portion of the plume.

- Similarly, in Figure 11, the east VC plume shows no trends in mass or volume for any
of the concentration bands. The mass estimates sometimes fluctuate a great deal.
which appears to be a combined result of concentration fluctuations and the M}'S
volume and mass calculation procedure employed.

TCE volume and mass in the dissolved west plume are increasing. The increased volumes
and masses of TCE are driven by lower concentrations, and not by peak concentrations.
The mass in the highest concentration band (>1000 pg/L) has too few data to apply the
trend test, but appears to have decreased. This implies that the TCE is attenuating in the
high concentration regions, but the lower concentration portions of the plume may be
expanding. In the east plume, the volume is increasing but the mass is not, which
similarly suggests that high concentrations of TCE are attenuating, but are accumulating
in a larger diffuse plume.

For cDCE, the west plume shows a stable volume and mass, as a whole and for the
different concentration bands. The majority of cDCE volume is for concentrations less
than 100 pg/L. while most of the cDCE mass is due to concentrations above 1000 pg/l..
This is driven by the concentrations at MWW-2, which during the 12/2000 to 1072003
time frame were observed at concentrations up to 1% of its aqueous solubility.

The eastern cDCE plume shows similar characteristics. Most of the volume is occupied
by concentrations less than 100 pg/1, while most of the mass is in regions with
concentrations greater than 1000 pg1.. The mass and volume in the east plume are about
half of the west plume values.
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Vinyl chloride mass and volume in the west and the east plumes show no trends, unlike
the increasing TCE. The preponderance of mass for VC is due to concentrations above
100 pg/L, unlike the TCE result. This may be indicative of the breakdown of TCE or
¢DCE into VC, with low rates of VC breakdown.

Ethene is generally not present in high concentrations in shallow groundwater systems in
the absence of contamination, and it is often used as an indicator that biodegradation of
chlorinated ethenes has occurred. Unfortunately, there are insufficient measurements to
perform volume and mass analysis of ethene. However, those ethene data available do
not generally show high ethene concentrations, except at POCW-3 and STW-2B. The
available ethene data do not demonstrate that complete dechlorination to ethene has
occurred.

On the basis of this analysis, it appears that there is degradation of TCE to DCE and of
DCE to VC. There appears to be an accumulation in the cDCE and VC stages of the
degradation “chain”, indicating that oxidation to ethene is not occurring at a sufficient
rate at most locations. Some high concentrations observed for cDCE, up to 1 percent of
the solubility limit, may indicate the presence of residual DNAPL that is acting as a
continuing source of dissolved contamination. Given the site's waste disposal history and
the documented biological activity at the site, it is believed that such residual DNAPL
would be TCE, although there is no direct evidence.

4.3.2 Center of Mass

The center of mass for the key constitutents was determined using the PAM™ Version
0.1 software. This subsection focuses on the west plume. The locations of the centers of
mass for the TCE, cDCE, and VC plumes are quantified in Table 3 and illustrated in
Figures 12 through 14. ~

The centers of mass for the 12/2000 monitoring event are most different from others;
subsequent monitoring events yielded centers of mass that, between monitoring events,
have varied less than the distance between MWW-2 and MWW-3. The centers of mass
are all located near MWW-2. The location of the center of mass of TCE began near
MWW-3 and migrated southeast toward MWW-2 over the first four monitoring events
and subsequently has flucutated around MWW-2 (Figure 12). Its amount of fluctuation is
clearly greater than that of cDCE which, other than the initial monitoring event, has had a
center of mass very close to MWW-2 (Figure 13). After the first monitoring event, the
VC center of mass location has been near MWW-2 and has varied by an intermediate
amount. Figure 14 illustrates that there appears to be a slow migration of the VC center of
mass to the northwest over the last six monitoring events available for this study.

The migration of the TCE center of mass over four monitoring events toward the original
source area for the chlorinated solvents is consistent with the attenuation of the low-
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concentration portion of the TCE plume by hydrodynamic dispersion and biological
attenuation. The cDCE center of mass is. except for the first monitoring event, quite
stable—this reflects the persistently very high concentrations of cDCE found at MWW-2.
The center of mass location for the VC plume indicates that the VC concentration at
MWW-2 is not as dominant as for cDCE. The VC data suggests a slow migration of the
center of mass in a west-northwest direction; this could be consistent with partial
dechlonnation of cDCE to VC and subsequent migration with the groundwater flow or,
because the distance migrated is less than the distance between MWW-2 and MWW-3,
may simply be coincidental result of random fluctuations in the monitoring data.

4.3.2 Spreads and Orientation: Second Moments

This section discusses the spreads and onentation, focusing on the west plume because of
implications for discharge to Lake Michigan. Second moments quantify the spread of the
concentration plume along different directions and the orientation of the “long™ axis of
the plume at a specified time. The major spread is the distance found by taking the square
root of the mass-normalized second moment of mass along the “long axis™ of the plume;
the minor spread is similar but uses the second moment of mass perpendicular to the
“long axis” of the plume. Once the major spread, minor spread, and onentation are
determined for each monitoring event, trends are assessed.

For TCE in the western plume the median value of the major spread is about 687 feet and
of the minor (or transverse) spread is about 188 feet. The major axis of the plume
oriented about 29° north of west, ranging from 25.5° to 37.3° and the time series of TCE
plume onientations does not indicate a trend. For cDCE in the west plume the median
major spread is 240 feet, the minor spread is 76 feet, and the median orientation is 25.4°
north of west, ranging from 22.8° to 26.9° with no trend. For VC in the west, the median
major spread is 351 feet, the minor is 106 feet. and the median onentation is 29.8°. The
plume orientation varies between 25° to 39.4° north of west and does not exhibit a trend.

The implication of these “whole plume™ analyses is that the plumes for these three
contaminants have similar orientations, that there are natural variations in plume
orientation that are observed in the concentration data, and there is no consistent trend in
the orientations. These results do not suggest a significant trend, meaning that none of
these 3 plumes is rotating toward the south. contrary to MDEQ's analysis of three

groundwater heads [MDEQ. 2004].

The major spreads of TCE, cDCE, and VC are 687, 240, and 351 feet, respectively. These
do not indicate that the actual extent of the VC plume is less than TCE, but reflects the
distribution concentrations. For example, the cDCE spread is shortest because the
maximum ¢cDCE concentration MWW-2 exceeds cDCE values in other wells by such a

large amount.
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Figures 15, 16, and 17 show for each monitoring event the center of mass and a 2000 foot
long line emanating from that center of mass and pointing in the direction obtained from
the second moment analysis for the west plume for TCE, cDCE, and VC, respectively.
(The length was not based on plume size; it was selected to visualize where the plume
axis would cross the lake shore.) The rays are color-coded, ranging from light to dark in
correspondence with 12/2000 to 10/2003. In addition, each figure shows the median value
of the center of mass and a ray corresponding the median direction, using a dashed black
and white ray. (The median is selected to avoid making assumptions about the underlying
probability distributions.)

These “ray” figures show clearly that there is variation in the location of center of mass
and the plume orientations inferred from the monitoring data. They also show that these
variations lie within the region covered by the existing POCW wells, and that the rays
pass between POCW-2 and POCW-4. These inferred plume axes are consistent with
Figure 3 [Woodward and Curran, 2000]. This suggests that transverse shifts of the plume
for the key contaminants can be detected by the monitoring network, if future shifts are
consistent with the past. This does not necessarily imply that the resolution of the
network is sufficient, particularly in the discharge area, or that the core (highest
concentrations) of the plume is being adequately sampled.

Figures 18 to 20 repeat the ray figures for TCE, cDCE, and VC, respectively, but the
scale has been changed to focus on where the rays pass through the area of the POCW
wells. To enhance interpretation, the lines remain color-coded by date, but with
randomized coloring, and the date corresponding to each ray is indicated on the plot.
Figure 18, for TCE, shows that the interpreted plume axis passes in most cases through or
within 50 feet of POCW-3 with similar directions, that there are three cases in which the
interpreted axis is between POCW-3 and POCW-4, and that there is no temporal trend in
axes. Figure 19, for cDCE, shows the plume axes are oriented in essentially the same
direction and show lateral shifts in position among events. All but two rays lie south of
POCW-3. Again, there does not appear to be a temporal trend in the lateral shifts. Figure
20 for VC shows the most variability in the ray orientations and lateral locations. All but
one ray lie north of POCW-3 and no temporal trend is evident.

The terminal ends of the TCE rays (at the northwest ends of the line segments in Figure
15) are readily seen to be more scattered than those of either cDCE or VC. This reflects
the variability of the centers of mass obtained from the TCE data. The centers of mass for
¢DCE and VC are less variable than TCE because their locations are dominated by high
concentrations at MWW-2. Note also that there is little variation among the cDCE ray
orientations (Figure 16) compared to either TCE or VC. For VC (Figure 17), the ray
orientations show the greatest variation and the median ray apparently sits in the middle
of early and late rays, suggesting no trend in the orientation of the plume.
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4.4 Biologically-Mediated Attenuation Indicators

Table 4 presents west plume data for all west plume wells and all monitoring events for
TCE. cDCE, VC, and ethene. These should comprise the natural biodegradation chain.
Nondetects are replaced with the detection limit (e.g., for ethene the detection limit is 10
pg'L). In addition, ratios of various parent-to-decay-product quantities are presented;
when lack of data prevents a ratio calculation, a dashed line is present. One obvious
observation is the paucity of ethene data. If the ratio data are all decreasing then either
there is dechlonnation or advective processes are sweeping out all contaminants. If some
ratios (e.g.. TCE to cDCE) decrease and others increase (e.g.. cDCE to VC), then the
ratios may indicate some dechlorination (e.g.. of TCE), but a lower rate of degradation of
other members of the decay chain family (e.g.. of cDCE or V().

- At BDW-1, the ratio of TCE to ¢cDCE is increasing. There are no ethene data.

+ At POCW-1A, ¢cDCE has shown a step increase from nondetect to about 20 ug/L,
while no similar behavior exists for the other clorinated ethenes.

«  AtPOCW-2A, all of the ratios appear to be decreasing, suggestive of effective
dechlorination. More recent ethene data would be desirable.

+  Meanwhile, at POCW-2B all contaminants are at low levels and the ratios are not
particularly informative.

+ Although TCE is essentially at nondetect levels at POCW-3A, cDCE, VC, and ethene
persist though trending downward.

« At POCW-3B, the only apparent trend is a decrease in ethene, although this is a visual
observation using only three ethene samples.

 The shallower POCW-3C initially had two significant ethene concentrations (over 300
pgL). but two later samples are nondetects. At the same time, TCE, cDCE, and VC
showed a V-shaped trend: the lack of similar behavior for ethene suggests oxidation of
VC has been inhibited in some way. As indicated in Table 2, TCE, ¢cDCE, and VC are
all in exceedance at POCW-3C.

» STW-2A shows no downward trend in any of TCE, ¢cDCE, VC, or ethene. Based on
the very limited ethene data it appears that the ratios of cDCE and VC to ethene are
increasing slightly, suggesting net production rate of VC exceeding production of
ethene

- STW-2B initially had an detectable ethene concentration, but the other two available
samples are nondetects. Concentrations of TCE, cDCE, and VC have shown both
increases and decreases duning the 2000-2003 time interval, with the last two VC
concentrations at nondetect levels. The TCE and cDCE concentrations have varied
significantly in a sawtooth pattern. This may be indicative of the lateral vanation of the
margin or flank of the plume.

+ Looking at vertical vanations in well nests, the screen of STW-2A is deeper than
STW-2B. TCE is greater in the shallower well, both STW-2A and STW-2B have
about the same cDCE, and VC is greater in the deeper STW-2A well. The same basic
pattern may exist in the data from POCW-4A, POCW-4B, and POCW-4C. At POCW-
3 a similar pattern is seen, although the cDCE concentrations are a little higher in the
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POCW-3B well than in the shallower POCW-3C well. POCW-2 shows higher
concentrations of all these ethenes in the deeper “A” screen, but the elevation of the
POCW-2A screen lies between that of the POCW-3B and POCW-3C screens. On the
other hand, POCW-1 shows the highest concentrations of all of these ethenes in the
deeper screen (the “A” screen) rather than in the shallow one, even though the
elevation of the “A” screen is about the same elevation as the deep POCW-3A screen.
(Note that the peak concentration at POCW-1 is 37 pug/L of cDCE, substantially less
than at STW-2, POCW-2, and POCW-3.) These data suggest that TCE remains at
shallower depths, which typically are more aerobic than deeper in aquifers, and has
been substantially attenuated at depth. They also suggest that cDCE and VC are
present at greater depths and are not being as effectively removed.
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5. SUMMARIZING LINES OF EVIDENCE

Previous sections of this report have discussed four lines of evidence that have been
investigated to determine whether. in particular. the western plume is being satisfactorily
affected by monitored natural attenuation.

+ Groundwater heads fluctuate, but consistently show groundwater flows in the direction
anticipated, plus or minus a few degrees. This amount of variability is relatively small.
Therefore, the first line is supportive of being consistent with intentions.

- Statistical analysis of intrawell concentration data show most wells are improving, but
duning the 2000-2003 timeframe some monitoring wells showed increasing
concentrations and exceedances (see Volpe [2004]). Examination of TCE, cDCE, VC,
ethene. and methane traces indicate that partial dechlorination of TCE has occurred
through methanogenesis in the core of the plume. Other traces suggest that some
aerobic degradation of vinyl chloride to ethene may be occurring near the Lake
discharge area. Complete mineralization is limited, however, and that there may be a
relative increase of cDCE. Lendvay er al. [1998] suggested that in shallow zones this
may be due to higher rates of co-oxidation of VC by methanotrophs than for cDCE. In
summary, this line of evidence suggests that the intended degradation mechanisms are
operative, but they are not operating a a rate sufficient to degrade contaminants before
their discharge to the Lake.

» The high concentrations observed at MWW-2 of cDCE are about 1% of the solubility
limit in water. Increasing concentrations of cDCE and VC at MWW.-3 have also been
observed. These high concentrations are suggestive of (but not direct evidence for)
contamination in a dense non-aqueous phase liquid (DNAPL), perhaps in residual
amounts. It is believed that that cDCE and VC are degradation products of TCE, but
no residual DNAPL source has been characterized. This line of evidence suggests that
there may be a need for additional characterization of the source of increasing cDCE.

» The intrawell concentration records for STW-2 show erratic increases and decreases in
concentrations of TCE, ¢cDCE, and VC, which are particularly noticeable in STW-2B.
Given the location of the STW-2 wells relative to the inferred main body of the plume
(e.g-. Figure 3), these fluctations may be indicative of back-and-forth (lateral)
“sloshing™ of the flank of the narrow plume.

- The moment analyses show that there is a statistically significant increasing trend of
TCE volume and mass in the westem plume, and and increasing TCE volume in the
eastern plume, though there is no increasing TCE mass. The volumes and masses for
¢DCE and VC in the east and west show no trends.

The centers of mass of TCE and cDCE have fluctuated over the 3-year monitoring
dataset. The centers and orientations for these plumes are been quite consistent, with
plume axis orientation fluctuating within only a few degrees, consistent with line of
evidence |. The interpreted plume axes for TCE, cDCE, and VC all appear to be
straddled by the existing POCW wells. As descnibed below, this does not mean that
the data produced by the POCW wells are necessarily sufficient, as the three-
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dimensional components of groundwater flow and contaminant distribution and the
subsurface heterogeneity may cause peak concentrations to occur elsewhere.

« Looking to ethene data for the 2000-2003 data for evidence of complete dechlorination
shows that elevated ethene concentrations exist at POCW-2A (deep), POCW-3 (all 3
monitored elevations), and STW-2A; other ethene observations are below the
detection limit. Ethene concentrations at POCW-3 show decreasing trends of ethene
(now undetected at the shallowest “C” level). Examining TCE, ¢cDCE, and VC
concentrations at these locations indicates that TCE is being attenuated.

Result: We conclude that the observation data presented and supporting information
indicate that natural biologically-mediated attenuation is occurring, but at a lower rate
than expected. This means that the dechlorination of the dissolved chlorinated solvents is
not complete by the time the plume discharges. There is an indication that there is
increasing mass of TCE in the west plume during the 2000-2003 period, although the
estimated mass of TCE in the west plume is substantially less than was interpreted (using
a different methodology) based on 1996 data (see Weaver et al. [1996b]). Some of the
2000-2003 data suggest that there may be a need for additional work to characterize the
near-discharge behavior of the western plume; for example, the MDEQ small-volume
samples showed very high concentrations of TCE, cDCE, and VC. High concentrations of
¢DCE at MWW-2 may be indicative of residual DNAPL, and additional characterization
may be needed if supplemental remedial actions (such as biostimulation or air-sparging)
are investigated for the future.
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Following are conclusions and remarks drawn from our assessment of these data:

-

2

W

. Contaminants continue to migrate in the east and west plumes.

. Natural biologically-mediated attenuation is occurring at the site. Multiple degradation
processes are occurring. Anaerobic dechlorination of TCE appears to be occurring
through methanogenesis in the higher TCE concentration areas, and aerobic
mineralization of VC to ethene appears to be occuring near the Lake Michigan
discharge area. There is some evidence that suggests zones near the Lake that have
alternately experienced both conditions (e.g.. see Lendvay er al. [1998]).

. Natural attenuation is incomplete. cDCE and VC concentrations in the venting
(discharge) zone are especially excessive, at least locally.

. The volume and mass of dissolved TCE in the western plume are increasing. Most of
the increase appears to be at concentrations of less than 50 pg/l.. The volume of the
eastern TCE plume appears to be increasing also, though the mass apparently has no
trend. There is no trend in volume or mass for cDCE or VC in either the eastem or
western plume.

. Consistently very high concentrations of cDCE have been observed at MWW-2. The

concentrations have been roughly 1% of the solubility limit for cDCE. Concentrations

this high are “highly suggestive of NAPL presence™ [National Research Council.

1994] somewhere hydraulically up-gradient of MWW-2. The existence of DNAPL. or

more likely DNAPL residues, has not been directly observed in the monitoring wells.

There is some evidence that may suggest that a “train” of pulses of contaminant is

being transported; this may be indicative of vadose zone DNAPL residuals.

Additional characterization of the plume in this area may be warranted if additional

remedial action alternatives, such as biostimulation or air-sparging, are considered for

the future.

Offshore sampling by MDEQ in 2002, performed using small-bore needles pressed

into lake sediments and having 4 cm-long perforated ends, recovered in some cases

high concentrations of cDCE. TCE, and VC in areas where groundwater is discharging
into the Lake. Yet., onshore monitoring wells near the Lake during 2000 to 2003 do not
show concentrations approaching the offshore observations. There are several possible
explanations for these differences. One factor is the difference in sample size—the
offshore samples are drawn from cylinder 3 mm in outside diameter and 4 cm high,
while the monitoring wells are typically 4 inches in diameter and more than 5 feet
high. Second, the core of the plume has previously been interpreted as narrow

[Woodward and Curran, 1999]. so it is possible that the core of the plume could be

induced by natural subsurface heterogeneities to travel in paths that do not intercept

the monitoring wells. (The irregulanity of the top of clay forming the base of the
aquifer is an example heterogeneity.) Third, high concentrations of contaminant could
be released into the groundwater at an upstream source area in a “train” of discrete

pulses. so that there are gaps between high concentration areas (see #4 above). A

fourth factor considered is that it takes time for groundwater contamination to travel
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from onshore to offshore; that is, the MDEQ samples in 2002 were representative of
onshore concentrations at a previous time determined by groundwater velocity. The
c¢DCE concentrations at POCW-3B may be consistent with this hypothesis, but in that
case we would expect a correspondence with TCE and VC data, which is not observed.
The cause has not been resolved.

Resolution of the onshore/offshore differences can only occur with additional
characterization. Detailed investigations, say using a GeoProbe, would help determine
the best locations for additional onshore monitoring wells. We suggest that several
locations be probed, along a line roughly perpendicular to groundwater flow and
extending from between POCW-1 and POCW-2 and extending parallel to the
lakeshore (approximately N30°E) about 150 feet beyond POCW-4. Selection of map
locations and sampling elevations would be selected on the basis of probe results.

. To evaluate natural biologically-mediated attenuation, it is necessary to monitor the
appropriate analytes with sufficient frequency. For example, there are too few
sampling results for ethene and dissolved oxygen. More regular sampling, particularly
near the discharge area near the Lake, is needed to understand whether complete
mineralization of TCE is occurring and the conditions that affect this. If TCE, cDCE,
or VC are analyzed, so too should be ethene, DO, and methane, among a number of
biologically-mediated-attenuation-related parameters.

. If and when sampling protocols change, say from high- to low-volume sampling, the
resulting datasets must clearly identify that such a change has occurred. Keeping such
notices in the dataset will reduce the chance for misinterpretation of the data.

. There is a need to establish a sample size for determining concentrations that allows
fair comparisons of different samplers and is consistent with protection of human and
environmental well-being. For example, a single needle sample (such as has been used
in Lake Michigan sediment sampling) seems too small relative to the cross-sectional
area of the plume.

10.Chemical and geohydrologic sampling results and supporting information (e.g., well
locations, construction details, and sampling protocols) from the site should be
consolidated into a database that can be used for ongoing evaluations.
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8. ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

ATSDR
¢DCE
cis-1.2-DCE
CO:

DO

MDEQ

TCE

tDCE
trans-1.2-DCE
USEPA

vC

Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry
cis-1,2-dichloroethene

cis-1,2-dichloroethene

carbon dioxide

dissolved oxygen

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
trichloroethene

trans- | 2-dichloroethene

trans- | 2-dichloroethene

United States Environmental Protection Agency
vinyl chlonride (chloroethene)
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T0C
elev.

634.53
634.46
635.06
635.11
633.87
634.01
633.99
629.25
629.34
629.31

635.6
635.55
634.89
633.74
633.78
63397
635.16

POCWIA
POCWIB
POCW2A
POCW2B
POCW3A
POCW3B
POCW3C
POCW4A
POCW4B
POCW4C
POCWsA
POCW5B
POCW6
STW1
STW2A
STW2B
STW3
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Table 1: Water level elevations (elevation above mean sea level, in feet) for the Bendix

monitoring wells closest to Lake Michigan. Water level data extracted from draft MDEQ
report [2004]. Missing data are indicate by blanks. Apparent error at STW2B is

underlined and italicized.

4/4/01
578.87
57895
57945
57947
580.24
58046
580.44
581.65
581.88
581.65
579.48
579.40
57953
585.51
584.15
584.25
583.56

580.04
579.94
580.00
585.97
584.58
584.68
583.94

9/23/01
579.40
579.51
580.56
580.57
581.07
581.33
581.33
582.73
582.62
582.72
580.41
580.27
580.47
586.55
585.20
376.77
584.35

4/4/02
579.35
579.44
579.88
579.89
580.77
581.01
581.01
582.18
582.14
58222
580.16
580.00
580.06
585.94
584.84
584.86
584.00

6/22/02
580.03
580.09
580.47
580.49
581.29
581.51
581.49
582.55
582.52
582.59
580.45
580.49
580.62
586.24
585.02
585.09
584.44

9/26/02
579.97
579.99
580.89
580.90
581.74
581.99
581.93
583.10
583.16
583.26
580.73
580.72
581.00
587.16
585.68
585.90
585.09

12/4/02
579.53
579.63
580.16

581.11
581.37
581.34
582.31
582.58
582.66
580.57
580.32
580.38
586.88
585.45
585.52
584.74

4/2/03
578.74
578.84
57931
579.31
580.13
580.38
580.37
581.47
58141
581.52
579.39
57927
57938
58551
584.18
584.24
583.58

6/5/03  9/30/03
57905 57939
57908 57949
579.10 58006
579.55  580.04
580.16  580.81
58043  581.10
580.53  S581.12
58148 58221
58150  582.18
58162 58226
579.64  580.35
579.59 58023
579.64 58039
58511 58620
583.86  584.81
58397  584.87
58337 58399
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Table 2. Summan of intraweil statistical evaluation performed by Volpe [2004]. This
rable replicates Table 5§ of the Volpe report. For representative concentration values see
Table 4 of Volpe report. ¥ = upper confidence level (UCL) exceeds cleanup standard. B

= mst recent sample beiow iower prediction level. W = most recent sample above upper

prediction level, 4 = increasing trend. and W = decreasing trend.
M ell 1.1,1- 11- 1.1- Cis-1,2- Trans- | Trichloro- Vimyd
TrichlerO | Dichloro- | Dickloro- | Dichloro- 1,2- ethene Chloride
-cthane cthane ethene ethene Dichloro-
ethene

BDE-1 B
BDE-: "
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\WE-] W v v v v Vlv W
MWE-D ‘ /4 .
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POCE-3 W v v
POCE4

POCE-$

POCE-6 v v
POCE-"

STE-) W

STE-2 v v v v

STE-3 v ¥ viv v ¥
Ow-i~

OowW.2s

BDW - W 4 v v woalv
BDW.-Z W | v
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VWD v v v v v
MWW v W a W v W
POCW-(4 B W w |
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Tabe 3. Center of mass coordinates in the west plume for TCE. ¢DCE. and VC obtained from P4M™
analysis. Note that coordinates are given in feet

| TCE cDCE | VC ]

EventDate @ fi_Northing Fasn'gg i |Northing & f ft

122000 5399455 4655828 4 5400831 4655789.1 540047.4] 4655792.
42001 5399858 4655808 ] 540180.1] 4655730.3 5401532] 4655739.4
52001 5400692 4655748 B 540189.4] 46557264 5401856 4655718.6
2001 5401754] 4655704 4] 540188.1 4655726.08 540175.1] 4655727.8
122001 540146 8] 4655739.2] 540192.7] 46557205 5401857 46557215
js 2002 5401435 46557406 540180.4] 4655730 5401562] 4655734 4
2002 5401814] 4655724 9 5401958] 4655719.1] 540169.6] 4655728.0f
2002 5401612 46557336 540193.0] 46557182 540174.8] 4655714.8
22002 5401450 4655742.4] 5401929 465571960 540160.0 4655731.5
js 2003 5402014 46556594] 540190.0] 4655721.7] 5401129 4655714
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Fizure 4 Western plume volume and mass versus time for TCE. ¢DCE. and VC.
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F.gare 6. Plume volume 11op) and mass (bottom) for TCE in the west plume. as determined by MV'S and
CARS:z analy ses. Only water volume and dissolved mass are considered. The overal! behaviors, fe.. for all
concentrations above ¥ ug L, are increasing volume and increasing mass.

Subterranean Research, Inc. 41 of 60



July 2004

Bendix, East Plume, Dissolved TCE Plume Volume

14200000
13000000
12000000 -
11200000
10000000 ~ — 4
©
[ 8000000 I Mass (>1000 ugt:
2 T300000 .m(’wh‘m’;:&t)
L | Mass (50 © 10C wgt)
6 6000000 |7 Mass (2€ © 5C ugt
5000000 iﬁ&s(Sb?@«qL‘
3000000 « TREMDS (99%)
2000000 4 £ increasng
1200000 K3 Decreasng
7 NonefIncetermsnate

—

s .
20
1~ s
15 §
[ ] . ‘59 Oy v
h o] 126 .lhs).m:uug-;
c ' - :
s B Mass (100 © 10C uply
g i Mass (50 * 20 QU
., Mass (2C 1 5C L
-] B Mass 520wl
5 ! TRENDS (99%)
i Dinceasng
255 : ‘ £l Deceasng
0 i i Nore. Inoete—inate
A Jun- Sap-

o Ao o Sep- o3 dor- Py o Sep Dec- .
a4 punl riv ol x pia v Txz Xz X2 e =#d 203 292 23
3 ¥ 4 € 3 K ) F ] °E e °%, Raa

Event Date (# wells)
F:gure 7. Plume volume itop} and mass (bottom) for TCE in the east plume. as determined by MV'S and

C ARSuar amalvses. Only water volume and dissolved mass are considered. The overall behaviors, e, forall
concentrations above ¥ ug L, are increasing volume and no trend for mass.
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F:gure & Plume volume (top) and mass (bottom) for cis-1,2-DCE in the west plume. as determined by MVS
and trend analyses. Only water volume and dissolved mass are considered. The overall behaviors. ie.. for
all concentrations above § ug L. are no trend for volume and no trend for mass.
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Figure 9. Plume volume (top) and mass (bottom) for cis-1.2-DCE in the east plume. as determined by MVS
and trerd 2nalyses. Only water volume and dissolved mass are considered. The overall behaviors i.e.. for
all concentrations above S ug L, are no trend for volume and no trend for mass.
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Figure 10. Plume volume (top) and mass (bottom) for VC in the west plume, as determined by MV'S and
CARSka analyses. Only water volume and dissolved mass are considered. The overall behaviors. ie.. for all

concentrations above ¥ ug L, are no trend for volume and no trend for mass.

Subterranean Research, Inc. 45 of 60



July 2004

Bendix, East Plume, Dissolved VC Plume Volume

[ Mass (>1000 ugl!

I Mass (100 ¢ 1 20C ugiL)

1 Mass (5 © 1X ugt

T Mass (20 b 52 ug

Mass (S D 20 wpt.
TRENDS (99%)

{2 Increasing

£y Decreaang

I None/Inceter—wrate

Cubic Feet

2 3 -3 8 3 15 (158 (Al

Date (# wells)

5 =
Event

Bendix, East Plume, Dissolved VC Mass

) Mass (>120C wpt
I Mass (10C ¢ " 20C gt
B Mass (50 "I U
' wkass 2010 50 apL)
[ Mass S 20 gl

. TREMNDS (99%)

4? §Z Increasng

. NomeInoeteimate

Pounds

s
&
-
-

"

'

-

Event 6ate (# wells)
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C ARSux 2mah ses. Only water volume and dissolved mass are considered. The overall behaviors. i.e.. for all
concentrations above 3 ug L. are no trend for volume and no trend for mass.
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APPENDIX I:

EXCERPTS FROM P4M™ DOCUMENTATION

Description of Software Package
to Calculate
Plume Assessment Metrics (PAM™)

Version 0.1

David E. Dougherty
Subterranean Research, Inc.
June 2004
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4. ANALYZING SPATIAL MOMENTS

The spatial moments of a plume are calculated from the spatial data in three steps. once the data

and processing options have been imported (see Section 2). These three steps follow:

1. Develop a tniangulation of the spatial locations at which the observation data were obtained.
This tnangulation is the process of constructing a finite element mesh that has nodes located
exactly at observation locations and that is constructed with the best possible shape to keep
estimation errors of concentrations between the observations. obtained using interpolation,
as small as possible.

. Develop calculation rules for determining the spatial moments of the plume using the

obsen ation data and the corresponding tnangulation.

Perform the calculations.

t)

(9]

4.1 Tnangulation and Interpolation

Trnangulation of the observation locations is performed using the Qhull algonthms [Barber ez
al . 1993] as included in MATLAB®. Qhull constructs a Delaunay mesh from the set of

obsen ation locations x° and y”. The resulting mesh by first constructing a mesh of triangles that
uses the obsen ation locations as a vertices of the triangles and that covers the convex hull of
the obsen ation locations. The tnangles are constructed so that no data points lie inside the so-
called circumcircle of every other tniangle. In effect. the triangles in the Delaunay mesh are as
close to equiangular as the observation locations permit. Figure 4-1(a) shows a set of
obsenvation locations and Figure 4-1(b) shows the observations. the convex hull of the

obsen ation locations, and the corresponding Delaunay triangulation.

- =
™- b b £3
= -

-
= . =

- .

- <«
.

= =

m m

a il ¥

a (h
Figure 3-1.1a) Set of |2 obsenation points. (b) Same set of obsenvation points. their
convex hull rthick Diack hiner. and the tiangular mesh that is determined by Delaunay
nangulation.

The triangles are completely described by the x and 3 coordinates of the three distinct vertices
(or nodes) of each tnangle in a specific order (either clockwise or counterclockwise around the
perimeter of the tnangle).
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The concentration of a dissolved contaminant at a location within a triangle is interpolated
using a linear finite element method. In P44/™ the user can either interpolate using the nodal
values themselves. or may specify that the loganthms of the nodal values are interpolated and
that the antiloganthm is invoked whenever a value is needed. Future versions of P4V ™ may
add other interpolation methods. such as inverse distance or natural neighbor.

Outside of the set of triangles (i.e.. outside of the triangulation) the concentration is not
specified and. if necessary. can be set to zero.

4.2 Calculation Rules

The definitions of the spatial moments of interest in this version of PAM™ are as follows. In
these definitions. n if the porosity. ¢ denotes the dissolved concentration. B is the saturated
aquifer thickness. 1. indicates the area of the i-th triangle. N; indicates the number of triangles
in the tnangulation 7. A is the union of nonoverlapping triangles 4. and y{c—¢) isan
indicator function that equals 0 or | depending on whether ¢ is infenor or superiorto ¢ .

Volume of Plume (water phase only. excludes solids)
V,.=f[ nBydcdy

+ Dissolved Mass
.ll.,,‘.=ﬂ.‘cn8ydrd\'

- Center of Dissolved Mass
H‘ xcnBydcdy

ii’h "'!.‘>:
) ﬂ.‘_ran)'d\'d\'
YeriT M.

Spreads of Dissolved Plume (data coordinate system)

S _’Hu‘r—i»:an)"i‘d‘ N
t,-_»..—‘ M.
A) _.J‘Jﬁ(:_v—_i';an)'d'd-" N
> . ."_. >
’H‘éx—iv v-FenBydedy |
S.n.= M.
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Spreads of Dissolved Plume (principal direction coordinate system)

S _Sn‘.‘>."-"va.'>E
mes > o~

: R
S.ﬁ-~.mr-.—>::{.»sn;s>c'_5~ms>év - Snn;>;-‘ ‘3

SM(!':»ézsuu«)r*Smw.:)&

Sul\ut>::SM'>2_SmW-'>.’

+  Onentation of Dissolved Plume Major Axis

9: 4‘_|_m—1 ZSn'.:)E )
2 S -S

where the value of .4 depends on the signs and magnitudes of the indicated spreads.

> ¢ v >

These cakeulations depend on performing integrations over the convex hull of the observed data
locations. This s accomplished in two steps. The first is to recognize that the area A is the
union of the areas 4., which means that the integral over 4 is the sum of the integrals of 4. The
second 1s to replace the integral over each {4 by a quadrature (an approximate integral). The
approximate integral is calculated as a sum over some number of quadrature points of the
products of a weight coefficient times the integrand evaluated at the localized coordinates
associated each quadrature point. That is. if the integrand is denoted by Ax. v) and the location
of the g-th quadrature point is (x.. v,). then

H‘ Ie_r__vidraf\:g{ﬂ.‘ I(x._r}drdy]*i[i qu(xq.yql]' .

=11 ¢=1

The final step in this development is to select the number of quadrature points. the locations of
the quadrature points, and the quadrature weights assigned to each quadrature point. The
selection of these parameters depends on the integrand / and the accuracy with which the
integral should be approximated. If we assume that c. n. and B can vary linearly with the
coordinates within each tnangle. then the integrands of the second moments may be quintic
(that 1s. fifth degree). Because thickness and porosity always appear as a product and because
the product can never be less than zero. we express their product as a single vaniable that can
van linearty across each tnangle. In this way the integrand of the second moments may be
fourth degree.

Cowper [1973] published several quadrature rules for tnangles. including one for quintic
polynomals that uses seven integration points that uses all seven points wirhin the tnangle,
illustrated in Figure 4-2. that never uses any of the vertices. This ensures that any nodal value of
zero does not have an undue influence on the calcuated moments. The coordinates and the
weights of each quadrature point are given by Cowper.
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Figure 4-2. Schematic of ~-point numerical integration on a tnangle. Each black dot is
a quadrature point.

If more than one sample result exists at a single monitoring point at a given monitoring event
(1.e.. duplicate samples). then the user may elect to use the maximum (the default). median. or
average of these. Different choices will lead to different magnitudes of mass and volume.

If there are multiple samples from the same monitoring event and the same map (areal)
location. but from different elevations (such as a monitoring well nest), then it is necessary to
select a representative value from these overlapping samples. The median of overlapping
samples 1s used by default. but a user may elect to use the maximum or average. Different
selections lead to different results.

4.3 Calculations

The spatial moment calculations in P4\ ™ are performed using MATLAB®.
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INTRODUCTION

On behalf of EPA Region $. the Volpe National Transportation Svstems Center (Volpe
Center) performed a statistical analysis on the groundwater monitoning data collected
from the Bendix Corporation Superfund site. For this analyvsis. the Volpe Center utilized
the environmental statistic software application CARStat 2.1.8 (Compliance. Assessment.
Remediation Statistics) from Discerning Systems Inc. The analvsis compared the
contaminant concentrations obtained from on-site groundwater sampling to the EPA
mandated clean-up standards. A baseline companson test was also performed to compare
the most current contaminant concentrations to a baseline period. Finally. the analvsis
identified increasing or decreasing trends in the contaminant concentrations over ime.
The purpose of the analysis 1s to provide statistical support for assessing the progress and
effectiveness of the site’s groundwater remediation.

SITE BACKGOUND

The Bendix Corporation  Allied Automotive (Bendix) superfund site. located in St.
Joseph. Michigan. is a 36-acre lot at which manufactuning has been conducted. The
current owner of the site 1s Bosch Inc. The site is approximately one half mile from Lake
Michigan and 500 yards from Hickory Creek. A groundwater divide occurs at the site.
Groundw ater on the west side of the site flows to Lake Michigan. while groundwater on
the east side flows to Hickory Creek.

From 1965 to 1975, unhined lagoons formerly located in the southeast comer of the site
were used for the disposal of wastewater generated by the manufacturing facililty. The
lagoons were drained and filled with soil in 1978. Dunng their operation. the lagoons
recens ed wastewater containing tetrachloroethene and tnchloroethene. among other
contaminants. A secondary source area to which contaminants migrated from elsewhere
has been 1dentified as the parking lot across Maiden Lane north of the main building on
the site. Groundwater at the site and down-gradient of the site 1s contaminated with
vanous volanle organic compounds (VOCs). Two contaminated groundwater plumes
have been noted as onginating at the site: an eastern plume. which discharges to Hickory
Creek. and a western plume. which discharges to Lake Michigan. Published reports and
scholarly papers indicate that natural attenuation 1s occumng in both plumes.

A Record of Decision (ROD) for the site was signed on September 30. 1997. That ROD
called for monitored natural attenuation of both the East and West plumes. This
monitonng began in 2000. In addition. the ROD called for a soil vapor extraction (SVE)
system for the eastern plume. The SVE system began operation in the summer of 1999.
Other activities relating to the site include (1) sampling since 2000 to establish alternative
concentration limits (ACLs) for point of comphance wells. which were installed for both
the eastern and westem plumes and (2) institutional controls to limit the nsk to people
from dnnking contaminated groundwater or from other direct contact with contaminated
groundw ater ( groundwater. 1t should be noted. it not presently a source of potable water).



STATISTICAL TESTS

Three different statistical tests were run on the site data. A brief descnpuion of the
statistical tests i1s provided. A detailed descniption of the tests. including the relevant
equations of each test. 1s provided in the “CARStat 2.1.8 Statistical Guide™ and “CARStat
2.1.8 Users Manual™.

* Comparison to Standard

The companson to standard test takes onsite. down-gradient data and computes a
statistical upper confidence himit (UCL) . which is compared to the clean-up standard.
If the UCL 1s above the standard. an exceedance 1s declared. The UCL is based on
the distnbution of the data and i1s determined by CARStat using the Shapiro-Wilks
test. The distnbution of each data set is presented as “Norma! Limit™. “Lognormal
Limit™ or “Nonparametnc Limit™ in the header of the resulting CARStat graphs. This
test i1s important in determining 1f a sampling location has achieved its clean-up goals
because looking at a single measurement indicates very little about the true
concentration at a sampling location.

* Comparison to Baseline

The companson to baseline test takes a user defined baseline period. generally the
first two-vears of sampling. and calculates an upper prediction limit (UPL) and a
lower prediction imit {LPL) of the contaminant concentrations for that period. All
subsequent samples are compared to the baseline period. If a sample pops above the
UPL then the sampling location is declared significantly worse. while if a sample
drops below the LPL 1t 1s declared significantly better. The UPL and LPL are based
on the distnbution of the data and 1s determined by CARStat using the Shapiro-Wilks
test. The distnbution of each data set is presented as “Normal Limit™. “Lognormal
Limit™ or “Nonparametnc Limit”™ in the header of the resulting CARStat graphs.

®* Trend Analysis

Trend analysis was performed using Sen’s non-parametnic test for trend. This test is
well suited for environmental data that tvpically have irregular spaced measurement
penods and non-detect data. The Sen’s test is used to identify both increasing and
decreasing trends. Duning the Companison to Baseline test. trend analysis is
performed only on the data falling within the baseline penod. CARStat idenufies the
penod used 1n each analysis by highlighting the dates along the honzontal axis in
each of the resuling CARStat graphs

In order to compute the prediction and confidence limits identified above. choices must
be made with regard to a number of statistical options. Table 1 shows the options used for
this analysis for each of the statistical tests. The trend analysis 1s automatically
performed by C ARStat duning each of the other two tests and does not require separate
statistical options.



Table 1: Statistical Options

Statistical Test Statistical Option Option Choice
Confidence Level 95%
All Jorma arametri
Data Distribution Fit Noemal or non-paramernc (as
appropnate)
S0th
. Percentile Compared (translates to the mean for
Comparnison to Standard normally distributed data)
| Time Period Most recent four samples
September 1999 to October 2002
Companson to Baseline Baseline Time Penod (includes the first & samples for
most locations)
ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY

Statistical tests were performed for each contaminant at each individual monitonng well.
The following methodology was used to perform the statistical analysis for the individual

wells.

1. The upper confidence himit (UCL) for the contaminant concentration of the most
recent 4 samples in each well was compared to the clean-up standard using the
companson to standard test.

t 2

Companson to baseline tests were run at each well location to identify those

locations where intrawell contamination was improving or getting worse.

[

DATA DETAILS

Trend analysis was performed dunng each of the statistical tests.

The statistical analysis used twelve rounds of data collected between September 1. 1999,
and December 31, 2003. The collection of data was not identical for each monitonng
well and contaminant, howesver. The number of samples collected from individual
monitonng wells ranged from one to twelve. At least 4 samples (i.e., data points) from a
well are required 10 run the stanistical tests: therefore. wells with less than 4 samples
could not be included in the statistical analysis. Data was analyzed from the samples
collected from the 40 monitoring wells (including nested wells) ydentified in Table 2




Table 2: Monitoring Wells

Mom‘tonng Location on Site
Well
BDE-1 East Plume boundary
BDE-2 East Plume boundary
BGE-1 East Plume back
MWE-| Center line of East Plume
MWE-Z Center line of East Plume
POCE-} Upgradient of discharge point of East Plume
POCE-Z Upgradient of discharge point of East Plume
POCE-3 L pgradient of discharge point of East Plume
POCE- Upgradient of discharge point of East Plume
POCE-5 Upgrad:ent of discharge poim of East Plume
POCE-6 LUpgradient of discharge point of East Plume
POCE-~ L pgradient of discharge point of East Plume
STE-1 Upgradient of East Plume POC wells
STE-2 Upgradient of East Plume POC wells
STE-3 Uperadient of East Plume POC wells
OW-1"
Ow-2s
BDW-| West Plume boundary
BDW-2 West Plume boundary
BGW-1 West Plume background
MWW-{ Center line of West Plume
MWW Center line of West Plume
MWW.3 Center line of West Plume
POCW-1A Upgradient of discharge point of West Plume
POCW-1B Upgradient of discharpe point of West Plume
POCW-2A Upgradient of discharge point of West Plume
POCW-2B Upgradient of discharge point of West Piume
POCW.-3 Upgradient of discharge point of West Plume
POCW.3B Upgradient of discharge poimt of West Plume
POCW-3C Upgrad:ent of discharge point of West Plume
POCW 41 Upgradient of discharge poim of West Plume
POCW 4B Upgradient of discharge poimt of West Plume
POCW SC Upgradient of discharge point of West Plume
POCW-5A LUpgradient of discharge point of West Plume
POCW-35B Upgradient of discharpe point of West Plume
POCW -6 LUpgradient of discharge point of West Plume
STW-1 Upgradient of West Plume POC wells
STW.2A Upgradient of West Plume POC welis
STW-2B Upgradient of West Plume POC welis

STW.3 Upgradient of West Plume POC We!lls




This analysis focused on the contaminants of concem identified by the site’s RPM. The
contamnants and associated clean-up concentrations are presented in Table 3.

Table 3: Contaminants of Concern

Contaminate Standard wg/L
1.1.1-Tnchloroethane 200
1.1-Dichloroethane —
1.1-Dichloroethene 7
Cis-1.2-Dichloroethvlene 70
Trans-1.2-Dichloroethene 100
Tnchloroethylene (TCE) 5
Vinvl Chlonde 2

me 201 Genenc Cleanup Cnitena and Screening Levels, Groundwater
Residennial & Commercial Drnnking Water Critena. Attachment A, MDEQ

RESULTS

This section summanzes the results of the statistical analysis based on the methodology
outlined 1n the previous section. Detailed results of the analysis including graphs. tables
and equations from all the statistical tests are provided in the appendix.

Tables 4 summanze the results of the statistical tests performed on the contaminants of
concern. Only the wells with at least one statistically significant result are histed in the
tables. A statistical significant result includes contamination exceeding the cleanup
standard. contamination becoming sigmficantly worse or better, or contamination
showing an increasing or decreasing trend. The following is a descniption of the
statistical significant results 1n presented in tables 4.

e Exceeded Standard (Comparison to Standard Test)

“Yes™ means the UCL for the contaminant concentration of the most recent 4
samples exceeded the clean-up standard. These well locations are considered
contaminated.

e Significantly Worse or Better (Comparison to Baseline Test)

=Significantly Worse™ means the contaminant concentration of the most recent
sample exceed the baseline UPL for that well location. This signifies the
concentration of the most recent sample statistically exceeds previous sample
concentrations within the well and 1s evidence that the contamination is becoming
worse at the well location.



“Significantly Better” means the contamination concentration of the most recent
sample was below the baseline LPL for that well location. This signifies the
concentration of the most recent sample was statistically below previous
concentrations of the well and is evidence that the contamination is significantly
better at the well location.

¢ Increasing or Decreasing Trend (Sen’s Test)

“Increasing” signifies the contaminant concentration within a well is increasing
over ime. Attention should be given to wells with increasing trends since this
could signify migration of the contaminant. non-containment of the contamination
source. or other possible problems with the remediation process. ~“Decreasing™
signifies the contamination within a well 1s decreasing over time. A decreasing
trend signifies that the contamination at the particular well location is degrading.

Table 3 provides a summan of the results in a cross-tab format by well location and
contaminant.



‘Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Contaminants and
Wells

1.5 1-Trichloroethane
1,1-Dichlorocthane

Well Location

Center line of

1,1-Dichloroethene

MW |

STE-2

MWW.2

MW= East Plume
Upgrndient of
POCE D discharge pomt
of East Plume
BOW- 1 West Plame
boundary
BHW-2 West Plume
houndary
Center hine of
MWW-1 West Plume
Upgradient of
POCW-IA thscharge point
of West Plume
Upgradient of
POCW-3B discharge point

of West Plume

Center line of
Fast Plume
Upgradient of
East Plume POC
wells
Center hine of
West Plume

uct,

27.367

10.000

287196

Standard -
(MDEQ Exceed Worse or Trend
Residentinl Standard Better?
Criteria)
200 ug/l.
Worse
Worse
Worse Increasing
Worse
Decreasing
Worse
Worse
Tug/l,
Yu
Yo
Yoo




Table 4: Results for Significant Monttoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Standard
Contaminnnts and . (MODE Exceed Worse or .
Wells Well Location v Rnlden:‘l’nl Standard Better? frend
Criterin)
MWW Center hine of 19 419 . Worse
West Plume o
Upgradient of
POCW-TA dischirge pomt Hetter
of West Plume _
Upgrachent of o
POCW- A discharge pomnt PRI Yo
of West Plume o
Upgradient of
POCW. IR discharge point 24874 Yes
of West Plume ,*_‘ )
Upgradient of
POCW. 3¢ dischirge pomt 13.001 Yo
of West Plume o
Upgradient of
STW-2A West Plume 9881 Yo
POC wells
Upgradient of
STw-28 West Plumce 10.169 Yeu
POC wells - )
Cis-1,2-
Dichloracthylene . e I
MW | Center line of 10KS3.5 3K Yo
East Plume o B . .
Upgridhient of
POCE-Y discharge point 145,107 Yoo

of East Plume




Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Contaminants nnd
Wells

POCE-6

STE-2

STE-3

BDOW-I

Mww.2

MwWWw.-3

POCW-1A

POCW-2A

POCW-3IA

POCW-18

Well Location

Upgradhent of
discharge point
of East Plume
Upgradient of
Lust Pluse POC
wells
Upgradient of
Fast Plume POC
wells
West Plume
boundary
Center hne of
West Plume
Center hne of
West Plume
Upgradient of
discharge point
of West Plume
Upgradient of
discharge point
of West Plume
Upgridient of
dischurge point
of West Plume

discharge point

Upgradient of |

of West Phone

uet.

234,003

2186182

120106

246,038

67122.7K1

7134139

K9.707

T87.008

1432.8%1

Stundurd
(MDEQ
Residentinl
Criterin)

Exceed
Standurd

Yos

Yo

AN

Yes

Yos

Yo

Yoes

Yes

Worse or

Better? Trend
Devicasimg

Warse

Worse

Decreasing

Decreasing




Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Standard
Contaminants snd . (MDEQ
Wells Well Location ve. Resldentinl

Worse or
Better?

Exceed

Standard Frend

POCW-3C

SIW-I

STW-2A

STw-21

Trans-1,2-
Dichlorocthene
MWE-I

STE-3

MWW.2

MWW 3

POCW-TA

POCW-IA

Upgradient of
discharge point
of West Plume

Upgradient of

West Plume
POC wells
Uipgradient of
West Plume
POC wells
Upgradient of
West Plume
POC wells

Center line of
Fast Plume
Upgradient of

East Plume POC

wells

Center hine of

West Plume
Center line of

West Plume
Upgradient of
discharge point
of West Plume
Upgradient of
dischirge point
of West Plume

1OK2 431

K11 K7

1010.644

11].K62

R27.55K

Criterin)

100 ug/t.

AN

ANSN

Yoo

Yes

Worse

Worse

Decreasing

Worse

Waorse

Decreasing




Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Contaminants and
Wells

Trichloroethylene
(TCF)
HOE
BDE-2
MWI: -1

MWi:.2

STE-]

STE-2

STE-3

BDW-I
MWW-I|

MWW.2

POCWAIA

Well Locntion

Past Plume
boundury
Fast Plume
boundury
Center line of
Last Phume
Center hine of
Fast Plume
Upgradient of

Fast Plume POC

wells
Upgradient of

East Plume POC

wells
Upgradient of

East Plume POC

wells
West Plume
boundury

Center line of

West Plume
Center line of

West Plume
Uppradient of
dischirrge point

| of West Plume

- Standurd
. (MDEQ Exceed Worse or .
1CL ,
v Restdentind Standard Better? Trend
Criteria)
Sut.
221 K584 Y Decreasimg
5.014 Y es
24,856 Yes
65347 Yes Worsc Incrensing
4K8.119 Yeu Worse Increasing
IXK.133 Yes
679,770 Yes
16,524 Y




Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Contaminants and

Wells

POCW-2A

POCW-IH

POCW-AC

POCW-4C

STW-2H

STw-d

Vinyl Chloride
HDE-Y

BIME-2

MWE-|

POCE-2

eme

Well Location

Upgradient of
discharge poit
of West Plume

Upgridhent of
discharge point
of West Plume
Upgradient of
discharge pomnt
of West Plume
Upgradient of
discharge pomnt
of West Plume
Upgradient of

West Plume
POC welly
Upgradient of
West Plume
POC Wells

Fast Plumce
houndary
East Phume
houndary
Center line of
Fast Plhume
Upgradhent of
discharge pont
of East Plume

uct,

7977

1SOK 621

2671479

18.367

912 906

53192

610,379

IKS1 K82

X720

Standard
(MDEQ Fxceed Worse or Trend
Resldentind Standard Better?
Criterin) o e
Yes Dhecicasing
Yes
Yo Decicasimy
AR
Yes
Yes
2ugl B .
Better
Yo Increasing
. R ——
Yo Worse
AR




Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Contaminants and
Wells

POCE-3

POCE 6

STE-2

STE-3

BDW-|

BDW-2

MWW.|

MWW.2

MWW.-1

POCW-2A

POCW- A

Well Location

Upgradient of
discharge point
of East Plume
Upgnvdient of
discharge pomt
ol Fast Plume
pgradient of

East Plume POC

welly
Upgradient of

Fast Plume POC

wells
West Plume
boundary
West Plume
boundary
Center line of
West Plume
Center line of
West Plume
Center line of
West Plume
Upgradient of
discharge point
of West lume
Upgradhent of
discharge point
of West Plume

uct.

LY
J KX
K0 308

243903

23.129
17.216
137.0583
3129307

4717711

209,121

764.065

Sundur;(lm 7

(MDEQ
Residentinl
Criterin)

Fxceed
Standard

Yo

Yes

Y

Yoo

Worse or
Better?

Trend

Decreasing

Yeu

Yoes

Yeu

Yoo

Yeon

Yo

Worse

Worse

R

Decieastng




Table 4: Results for Significant Monitoring Wells by Contaminant and Location

Contaminants and
Wells

POCW-3IR

POCWAC

POCW-4A

POCW-41

POCW-6

STW-2A

STw.28

STw.A

Well Location

Upgradient of
dischirge point
of West Plume
Upgridhent of
discharge pomnt
of West Plume

Upgradient of
discharge pomt
of West Plume

pgradient of
dischurge pomnt
of West Plume

Upygradient of
discharge pont
of West Plumc

Upgradient of

West Plume
POC wells
pgradient of
West Plume
POC wells
Upgradient of
West Mume
POC Wells

ucL

KS4.079

193378

3076

1.960

963,897

73.29%

V70

Standard
(MDEQ

Residentinl
Criteria)

Exceed
Standard

Yo

Yoo

Yo

Y oes

Yeu

Worse or
Better?

Trend

Decreasing

ARRN

\‘l'\




-
=
. e
-ty —

z
£

MW
POCE-
POCE-

Yo — Y
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POCE-
POCE-
POCE-
POCE-6
POCE-7
STE-1
STE-2
STE-3
Ow-17

I -

OW-25

BHW-1

BDHOW-2

BGW-)
MWW
MWW-2

Table §: Summary of Results

L1 .- 11 Cls-1,2- Trans-1,2- Trichloroethylene | Vinyl Chloride
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Tuable 8: Summary of Results
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CONCLUSIONS

Three different types of statistical tests were applied to concentration data from chemical
analyses of groundwater monitoring well samples from the Bendix site during the period
of 122000 through 10 2003. The chemicals of concern. which provided the focus for
this study. are 1.1_dichloroethene. cis_1.2_dichloroethene, trans_1.2_dichloroethene,
tnchloroethene. and vinyl chlonde. The three statistical tests are used to determine (1)
whether the concentration record indicates exceedance of pertinent standards. (2) whether
the most recent datum in a monitoring well represents an improvement over earlier
conditions. and (3) whether there 15 a trend over time of the concentration of any COC in
each monitoning well. No exceedances. no changes in condition, and no trends were
found for 1.1.1_tnchlorethane in any monitoring well. The tests for all other COCs
produced at least one exceedance. change. or trend. as discussed below.

Based on the Companson to Standard test. the UCLs of the following five contaminants
exceeded their clean-up standards as of 10 2003 1in at least one well location:

* |.l-dichloroethene

* cis-1.2-dichloroethylene

* trans-1.2-dichloroethene

* tnichloroethylene (TCE)

* winvl chlonde

Exceedences for all of the five contaminants occurred at wells in both the western and
eastern plumes. In many cases. the contamination was several orders of magnitude
greater than the clean-up standards. The most significant exceedence of a standard 1s
with trans-1.2-dichloroethene at well MMW-2.

Established clean-up standards do not exist for one contaminant of concern. 1.1
dichloroethane. it should be noted.

Based on the Companson to Baseline test. the following six constituents had
contamination that was worse as of 10 2003 1n a1 least one well location:

* |.l1-dichloroethane

* [.l1-dichloroethene

e <1s-1.2-dichloroethylene

* rans-1.2-dichloroethene

s tnichloroethylene (TCE)

* vinv] chlonde

In only two well locations was contamination better for a constituent. The locations and
constituents for which contamination was better were

* BDE-1 for vinyvl chlonde

s POCW-1{A for 1.1-dichloroethene.



Based on trend analysisthe following five constituents had contamination that was
decreasing as of 10 2003 1n at least one well:

* l.l-dichloroethane

» cis-1.2-dichloroethylene

* trans-1.2-dichloroethene

* 1inchloroethylene (TCE)

* vinyl chlonde

In addition. the following three constituents had contamination that was increasing in at
least one well:

* |.l1-dichloroethane

* tnchloroethylene (TCE)

* vinvlchlonde

Onerall. the results of the statistical analysis for the individual wells suggest that. while
there is some improvement. significant contamination exists at the site. and
contam:nation 1s getting Worse In some cases.



GRAPHS:

Comparison to Standards
Time Series
Comparison to Baseline




Berda Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Berdx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
l T .
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Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendx

Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bemda Anatysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard

Detect . 1,1-dichloroethene
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Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004

Bendix
Comparison to Standard
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Berd Anatysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
| ! . .
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Bendx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
|' . .
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Bendax Anatysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
| | . .
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Bengx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bend.x

Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendix

Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004

Comparison to Standard
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Bendu Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendx

Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendx Anatysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
f I f
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Bendix Anatys:s prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendix

Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004

Comparison to Standard
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Bendix

Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004

Comparison to Standard
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Benoix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
i :
| Detect . Trichloroethylene (tce)
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Bendix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
| | .
 Detect m Trichloroethylene (tce)
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Bendx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Benouw Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Comparison to Standard
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Bendix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Berdix Analysts prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bentix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Benc.x Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Benmu Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendux Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Standard
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Bendx Analys:is prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
r |
Detect B 1,1-dichloroethane
o for location BDW-1
! ND — [ | Significant Increasing Trend
Outlier Ol 50. 7
{ [ {
‘ . ! 45 4
n. outher ,
:Ma outlier& 40 4
35.}*
U 30.1
g 25.1‘
’ 20.1
S
10. -
5 4
0. - ! . v T T |
Trend test jan may sep jan may Sep jan may seg .8~ may Sep jan
Samples Ba 00 01 02 o3 04
Month / Year
Graph 43
Detet B 1,1-dichloroethane
g o for location MWW-1
ND — Significant Decreasing Trend
'Outlier Co } 200‘]
‘ . : 180.
Man. outlier& | |
an. ou 'e@; 160 -
140
u 120 -
3 g 100-
N 80.
- 60 -
40. -
20 4
S S — -
Trend test | jan may sec 3~ ™ay Sef jar ™ay SeT &" Tay sep jan |
i 00 o 2 23 04
Samples B-HB ‘

Month / Year

Graph 49

Prepared by: US. DOT RSPA : Volpe Center



Bendix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
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Bengix Anatysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
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Bendix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
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Time Series
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Bentix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
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Benax Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
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Bendx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Time Series
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Bensix Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Baseline
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Bendx Analysis prepared on: 7/13/2004
Comparison to Baseline
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Comparison to Baseline
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Comparison to Baseline
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